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Draft EIS Web Comments
04/26/2013 - 07/03/2013

1 of 49

REFERENCE # DATE/TIME REC'VD FIRST NAME LAST NAME COMMENT

299 6/18/2013 11:34 Clarence Agin I request that the US Hwy 281 Expressway be constructed at ground level and oppose any 
elevated type expressway. I live in close proximity to the present Super Street and any 
elevation would cause undue noise pollution. In addition, I would want to have a noise 
attenuation wall installed along the western edge of the roadway to further protect Big 
Springs residents from traffic noise and pollution. Thank you for your consideration of my 
comments.

300 6/24/2013 13:41 P Ahuero My family and I are TOTALLY AGAINST the 281 Toll Road idea. Please listen. No TOLL 
ROAD!  Thank you.

301 5/27/2013 13:04 George Aitken Draft EIS received in mail is confusing. That said prefer expressway alternative or no build. 
Prefer non toll or managed lanes. Wish you guys had included pro/cons of each proposal, 
projected costs, and time frames for completion. Get er done! Do something that makes the 
best sense!  Regards.........

302 7/1/2013 12:38 Russell Albach Our elected officials are apparently too arrogant, stupid, or have some "other" interest to do 
as told. You have seen the massive opposition to this project, as well as other toll projects, 
involving already paid for roadways. I personally STRONGLY resent non-elected people 
deciding policies. That must stop. If you feel additional roadways are needed that must be 
paid for by tolls, put it to a vote! I will vote against any politician pushing this agenda, and 
actively gather other like minded voters.

303 6/16/2013 15:43 Joe Almaraz I would like to make notice my opinion of having over passes at each street crossing Highway 
281. From 1604 and 281 North to Borgfield Rd. Either by just overpass or elevation. The 
traffic is outrageous and significantly dangerous for drivers and pedestrians. The Super 
Highway experiment has been out grown and no longer helps. This has been social bandage 
to the growing traffic in this area. I have seen the Super Highway here and the one in 
Wilmington , NC. There is certainly more traffic here and the speed limit is too high for having 
a so called a super highway. Someone is seriously going to get hurt or killed because of the 
high rate of speed of automobiles driving thru a 60 mph speed zone. Heavy trucks and SUVs 
make this area dangerous and and no way travel a safe 60 mph.

304 6/16/2013 18:49 alvin amerson As a Resident and Business Manager with interests in reference to the Hwy 281 construction, 
I have the following comments:  1)Preference is given to Non-Elevated construction.  2)No 
Toll is necessary or wanted .  3)Implement an accelerated construction plan to lessen 
negative impact .  4)Continue to reach out to HOA Officials and Business leaders for 
pertinent feedback.

305 6/28/2013 20:33 Alvin amerson We do not need elevated freeways nor toll roads on Hwy 281.
306 6/25/2013 19:20 J. B. NO TOLL EXPRESSWAYS!! It will hike prices of any foods and other goods brought into SA. 

Many retired people come into SA for health care and medications...they are already on fixed 
incomes and can't afford any more expenses! It will cause even more congestion on I-10 and 
I-35 and other areas as people try to avoid 281. Residents have already paid taxes on 281. 
NO TOLL EXPRESSWAYS!!
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REFERENCE # DATE/TIME REC'VD FIRST NAME LAST NAME COMMENT

307 6/30/2013 18:48 Bruce Baillio I am against the tolling of existing roads in San Antonio, for example on Hwy 281. It is 
essentially charging the taxpaying driver multiple times for building the same roadway.  * It is 
an inefficient use of money.  * It gives control of a public roadway to a private enterprise and 
guarantees that business a certain profit level. The public could just pay for the road itself 
without the middleman.  • Toll contracts can limit expansion of free routes. The toll contracts 
also contain non-compete clauses that penalize or prohibit the expansion of free alternatives 
surrounding the toll way to guarantee congestion on free roads and force more Texans to pay 
tolls.  * Tolls displace traffic onto neighborhood streets People try to avoid paying tolls, so 
they find alternate routes to bypass the toll lanes. Studies show tolls displace traffic onto 
surrounding neighborhood streets and increase accidents and congestion on local streets.  
There is much mis-information about the costs and benefits of toll roads. I am opposed to 
their use in Bexar County.  Respectfully,  Bruce Baillio

308 6/25/2013 15:08 Fay Baim Absolutely NO TOLL lanes on 281 north or south
309 5/30/2013 13:12 George Baker I notice that there is no 'proxy' vote on alternate routes for those in-house handicaps that 

cannot get to meeting sites. My vote is on Alternate Route 1-Crossover Bridges that will be 
most cost economically and ease through traffic. However, superstreets need to be turned 
back into four way stops at regular intersections.

310 6/19/2013 22:13 Jada Baker I have to express my joy that we could possibly be getting an "expressway" and/or 
overpasses. As a daily commuter to San Antonio for work the hours spent at congested stop 
lights is miserable. The growth of the communities throughout all the areas north of 1604 on 
281 has by far exceeded the capability of the road system and the "super highway". I know 
the construction process won't be a walk in the park but when complete the grass will be 
greener on the other side. After seeing the sign while stuck in horrific traffic on my afternoon 
drive home I was hopeful. So greatful that this is being considered and pray that it will 
become a reality!  Warm Regards, Jada Baker

311 6/28/2013 14:24 Tom Bayha Texas is not doing a good job with highways. The gas tax should be increased and any state 
officials who divert a single penny of the gas tax should be immediately lynched (or at lease 
impeached). We do not want toll roads. We want Texas to stand up and deliver what it should.

312 6/18/2013 8:39 Norman Berg I think the 281 project should be at ground level..Huge cost savings and privacy are big 
issues. Thank you.

313 6/23/2013 7:28 Richard Blasco I am in favor of the Expressway Alternative. All Hwy 281 needs to correct the current absurd 
situation that exists now is to install the overpasses at the major intersections and get rid of 
the countless traffic lights. We don't need the expense of elevating the lanes. My only 
suggestion on this alternative would be to expand the lanes from 3 to 4 in each direction. 
Let's think ahead for once in road building and anticipate the additional commercial and 
residential development along 281. Also, I am not in favor of any toll lanes. Commuters will 
avoid the toll lanes and perpetuate the current congestion. And last but not least, let's get this 
done PDQ regardless of the alternative chosen.
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314 7/1/2013 23:17 Mel Borel Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the Proposed US 281 
Improvements  My name is Mel Borel. I live at 703 Turtle Hill, San Antonio, Texas, 78260. My 
phone number is 210-403-3969. I am currently the precinct chairperson for Precinct 3125. 
This Precinct borders the 281 corridor just South of Lookout Canyon. In conversations with 
constituents in this Precinct, I would estimate that considerable MORE than a simple majority 
are NOT in favor of a tolling solution for 281. In fact, most have opposed tolling 281 since the 
option to use tolling as a means of improving 281 was initiated years ago. They, as well as 
myself, oppose tolling for many reasons while having many questions that need addressing.  
I will highlight some of the reasons in the following why I, as well as many others in the 281 
corridor, insist on a COMPLETE NON-TOLL OPTION for improving Hwy 281.  I am 
requesting that you acknowledge receipt of my comments.  A Tolling Proposal is Double 
Taxation (we already paid for the free lanes)
The Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) currently has two HOV/transit toll lanes 
planned from Loop 1604 to Marshall Road. According to MPO documents, all existing 
FREEway lanes north of Marshall Rd. to the county line will be converted to toll lanes with NO 
toll-free express lane option!  Toll Viability  An issue that has NOT yet been addressed is the 
viability of tolling as a means of funding 281 improvements. This issue arises from a review of 
toll roads in the state that appear not to be toll viable, have basically gone into foreclosure, or 
have continued to raise toll rates in an attempt to recoup funds to pay for the road. Therefore, 
where is an assessment, or study, of the toll viability as part of the EIS? Nothing has yet been 
presented to the public in support of the financial viability of a tolling option. It would appear 
that this issue MUST be addressed before the EIS can be approved. This would appear to be 
a common sense and logical approach since toll rates and possible failure of the toll road will 
have an impact on the public.  Other Financial Impact to Citizens   Another issue that 
concerns the citizens of the 281 corridor is the financial impact on each family, whether they 
use the toll road or not. 
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314 cont' 7/1/2013 23:17 Mel Borel This MUST be a part of the EIS since the EIS is concerned with more than the physical 
environment such as the impact on water quality, our land, air pollution, plants and animals,
etc. What is the impact on the humans and their families? That is, what will it cost us as 
a result of the travel cost increase (published toll rates of 17 cents to 50 cents per mile)
and what will it cost us as a result of the increased cost we will be charge by merchants in this
corridor because of their increased overhead? Or, will merchants such as HEB, CVS, 
Walgreens, restaurants, dry cleaners, etc., be granted free access to the toll road?  
Displaced Traffic Through Neighborhood Streets   
The Draft EIS acknowledges (Vol I, Chap. 3 p. 215) traffic trying to avoid paying tolls will be 
displaced onto neighborhood streets. And we know that many drivers will try to avoid paying
a toll by finding alternate routes through our neighborhoods. Those of us who live adjacent 
to 281 have already seen increased neighborhood street traffic as congestion on 281 has
increased. Studies show tolls displace traffic onto surrounding neighborhood streets and
increase accidents and congestion on these local streets. This effects safety, schools,
property values, quality of life, and access to gainful employment. The tolled options DO NOT
meet the purpose and need of the project when it will merely displace congestion into 
neighborhoods, rather than relieve it. Since much of the development in the corridor is retail, 
schools, hotels, and hospitals, many of these industries employ low to mid-wage earners. 
How will businesses retain employees if their salaries can’t possibly pay for tolls to get 
access to their jobs? Driving congested, stop-light ridden frontage roads is NOT an efficient 
nor an effective alternative to freeway lanes. 

315 6/26/2013 20:03 Ed Bransom The less expensive freeway alternative makes more sense to me. I am concerned about the 
access to Encino Rio. Not only is this the exit to the new Northside Church of Christ building, 
but it is also the exit for the US post office, and a very large number of homes. The elevated 
alternative is much too costly. Please keep access to the homes, churches, postal and local 
merchants.

316 7/3/2013 12:38 Daniel Bridenbaugh I am opposed to the 281 corridor being elevated. I strongly believe that this will have a 
negative impact on Pollution, Useability and Property Values in the impacted communities.
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317 6/20/2013 12:36 Katie Bridenbaugh Keep it on the ground! As a home owner that will be directly impacted by this project, it's 
imperative this project remain on the ground for several reasons. First, the ground option 
saves millions of dollars and seems to accomplish the main goal of easing congestion on 281 
corridor north of 1604. Second, the property value of the nearby residences would be 
negatively impacted by an overhead expressway not to mention the noise and other 
concerns. By negatively impacting the property value of those in the Big Springs 
neighborhood (or those in similar situations), one would expect to see high volume of 
turnover and an overall negative impact on value of the Stone Oak area in general. While we 
all know the 281 corridor does require action, the only viable option appears to be KEEP IT 
ON THE GROUND!

318 6/28/2013 17:43 Charles Brown I have no problem paying for the roads I drive on, which I do at the gas pump. I have no 
problem with paying taxes which I do also at the gas pump. What I do have a problem is 
when I have paid for the roads and then the crooks in Austin steal the money from the road 
fund to put into the general fund to pay for pet projects and then whine and cry they need 
more money for roads.  A toll rod needs to be fully funded by those people who are getting 
funds from it. Pay for the land and construction, and maint.

319 6/19/2013 6:53 John Brown Express Option keep it on the ground!!!
320 6/19/2013 6:49 Mary Brown Keep Express option on the ground!!!
321 6/24/2013 22:37 Richard Buitron RMA representative,  I am opposed to the use of tolls to fund the build plans for US 281 from 

1604 to Borgfeld Road. One of it's many flaws is that it will force traffic that does not want to 
pay the toll onto other routes, increasing, not decreasing congestion. This could result in 
more traffic on Blanco Road, which I currently live next to.  This can be anecdotally validated 
by what I see at IH 45 in Northern Harris County. Most drivers avoid the Hardy Toll Road and 
use IH 45, which is nearly always congested. Thank you for this opportunity for input.  
Richard Buitron

322 6/17/2013 7:07 Rick Cantara I (and my neighbors) am opposed to the elevated options, opposed to tolling, and very 
concerned about noise control. Adequate noise barriers MUST be included or this plan is 
going to have a very negative impact on the quality of life and property values in my 
neighborhood.

323 7/2/2013 19:07 Biruta Cap Please, NO tolls on Loop 1604 of 281.
324 6/29/2013 11:17 Nancy Carson I am opposing tollroads and foreign built tollroads which Texas taxpayers will end up paying 

for. Double dipping! We pay the toll and on top we will be taxed. I strongly OPPOSE
325 6/16/2013 20:23 Wendy Carter Wow the noise is bad enough. 281 is directly behind my home. I can't imagine another level 

on top of 281. There is no wall that could stop the noise. Did I mention the potential 
accidents.  My property value would likely  decline.  Not too thrilled.  I might as well put a for 
sale sign up now!  Wendy  Village on the Glen
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326 7/3/2013 14:59 Alan Chaffin For me, the only acceptable option is a complete non-toll expressway for US-281. Even a 
single tolled lane is a waste of money because toll lanes cost more to build, more to operate, 
and more to maintain than non-toll lanes. Toll roads also create more rain water run-off due 
to added surface concrete which means less water makes it into the underground water 
system.  Toll roads do not solve a single problem. They create traffic bottle-necks at the toll 
gates because there will always be those who pay with cash. This means more cars on the 
road for a longer period of time causing more air pollution.  Toll roads are never "paid off" so 
they remain indefinitely as a wealth redistribution mechanism. As more Texans learn how 
their toll taxes go to fund roads they will never drive on and how the people's property is 
being, essentially, sold off without their consent, they more angry they become.  If the 
politicians would stop playing the "shell game" with our (gas) tax dollars by shifting them 
around to fund broken, wasteful programs like public education, we would have plenty of 
dollars to build and maintain the roads of Texas.  I oppose any toll lanes on US-281. I would 
like email confirmation of the receipt of my comments.  Sincerely,  
Alan Chaffin

327 6/30/2013 6:08 David Christal I emphatically reject this and any other plans which require tolls. I am taxed enough already.

328 6/29/2013 7:43 ana CHULIAN I oppose toll roads, not in this city or surrounding areas ever. Look at what a mess is created 
on SH 130. And to pay tolls for ever? NO NO NO NO NO NO NO TOLLS

329 6/20/2013 16:03 Robert Cortez My house backs up to hwy. 281. My house is right next to the quarry. I vote against the 
elevated highway. First of all when we purchased the house in July of 1997, they had said the 
quarry was going to shut down. Well another company came in and we are still getting and 
feeling the strong vibrations to our house and in our house. Then more importantly, around 
the end of last year, about 3 in the morning we heard something break, it was a decoration 
hanging on the wall and it had fallen and was broken. When we went to check, found out that 
a bullet had gone through the roof and through 3 of our walls before it stopped at the front of 
the outside brick wall. We calle the police and they said they had got phone calls from some 
apartments down 281 that had that happend to them as well. We feel the shots from the 
angle of the holes in the walls that it came from the opposite side of the road and because of 
our outside perimeter wall they only had a clear shot of hitting the roof. We still have the 
holes in our house as we have not had them fixed yet. With an elevated highway we not only 
lose our privacy but may put ourselves in even more danger. We also feel that if we should 
get the ground floor highway we still need a 12 foot, sound proof wall, as we hear the traffic 
really clear in our house. Please take this into consideration, as this is our home. Thank You, 
Robert and Gloria Cortez

330 6/19/2013 16:42 Clarence Cox Either of the proposed expressway concepts look like they would work just fine and long as 
there will be no tolls involved. Keep these roadways free as they should be. If revenue is 
needed, raise the gas tax and/or increase registration fees. Make sure that all gas tax 
collected goes for roads and not for other purposes.
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331 6/29/2013 18:05 Esperanza Creech Do not put toll roads or make any part of 281 a toll road. Instead use the "complete the non 
tollway expressway". Add overpasses on 281 at all the light and that will take care of 
congestion!!! I live in Spring Branch and work near Sea World so I drive 281 and 1604 every 
day and would not be able to afford the tolls. FIX 281now!!!

332 6/18/2013 13:20 Patricia Daugherty Preference is for highway to remain "on the ground" rather than elevated. As a homeowner in 
The Village on the Glen, an elevated road would likely lower home values, reduce privacy 
and add noise. Thank you

333 6/26/2013 10:01 Karyl Davis No toll on Hwy 281 expressway!
334 6/18/2013 10:32 Tom Davis We would like to see the express way stay ON THE GROUND. Thank you.
335 6/18/2013 9:53 Rafael Delgado I propose that the construction project remain on the ground with a sound proofing wall of at 

least 15 feet tall along the full length of the Big Springs community and HWY 281.  Rafael 
Delgado

336 6/25/2013 15:06 Rayna Dempsey Absolutely NO TOLL lanes on 281 north or south.
337 6/20/2013 8:15 Michael Detoro I live in Big Springs, I feel that any alternative to fixing HWY 281 North and South should be 

kept on the ground. I vote "no" to any type of elevated project. Afternoon traffic is backed up 
from the light at Stome Oak south past the Sontera Exit.....rediculous!!!!

338 6/18/2013 21:28 Sarah Detoro Please leave 281 ON THE GROUND! I live next door to 281 and do not want an elevated 
highway in my back yard. Please keep 281 on the ground, for my children, thank you.

339 6/6/2013 19:59 Steve DiPaola As a resident at 281 & Wilderness Oak who has to drive South on 281 and through the 1604 
interchange everyday for work, I'm grateful to see we are very near having a more realistic 
solution to the traffic congestion being constructed. I would highly support the Expressway 
Alternative as this model has worked well all over the city of San Antonio and the state of 
Texas highways. I would also highly prefer the non-toll approach to funding this vital 
construction project.  Please proceed through this planning/approval processes as quickly as 
possible so as to expedite the needed traffic congestion relief. Which will also have a 
dramatic positive impact upon the quality of life for those of us who live here.  
Regards  Steve

340 6/21/2013 13:07 David Drewa Please continue to move forward with design and construction as soon as possible. It's pretty 
obvious that the non-elevated expressway option is the best path moving forward due to 
increased capacity and far lower costs.  While I would of course like to minimize the per-mile 
toll rates and maximize the total miles of lanes that are free, I understand that the funds are 
not available to build the project without toll revenue. Construction should still proceed ASAP 
as the expanded capacity is absolutely necessary. I, and many others that I know, am willing 
to pay tolls to drive faster and avoid traffic. Those who prefer not to pay tolls will still have the 
same number of lanes available for free--and the traffic will probably move even faster on 
those lanes than it does now.

341 6/30/2013 7:32 Edward Dryden We have already paid for these roads. Don't do it. We are watching you.
342 7/3/2013 12:15 Edward Dryden We already paid for these roads once and continue to keep them maintained with our tax 

dollars. Please do not sell them. W e are watching you and this is very obviously a money 
grab.
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343 6/28/2013 18:57 Reese E. I am against converting free expressway lanes north of Marshall Road into tolls, and support 
only the complete non-toll expressway.

344 6/22/2013 14:33 Jayne E Eaton I live in Village on the Glenn a bit off US281 but not enough that I do hear traffic @ busy 
traffic times! I certainly don't want to see the traffic of an elevated highway!!!! I pray that 
consideration is taken into account of peoples homes and businesses that were established 
prior to new plan!!! I certainly believe in progress but done thoughtfully to accommadate 
everyone involved, I really mean this very seriously!!! I also understand how much monies 
are involved to do just that but the bottom line still remains that we do as we want others to 
do for us also! Thank you so much for listening and reading my comment!!! Blessings to 
all!!!!!

345 6/24/2013 14:24 Matthew Edel My comments on the draft EIS for highway 281 are as follows:  The elevated expressway 
option offers several concerns to me as a resident in Big Springs near 281 at Evans. The 
elevated road will provide a very industrial aesthetic not consistent with the surrounding 
community, which will significantly lower property values in my neighborhood. I would expect 
compensation for the reduction in my home value from TXDOT if this option is selected. In 
addition, this option would cause more noise in my neighborhood than the expressway at 
grade option. Due to these reasons and the higher associated cost with the elevated 
expressway, I much prefer the expressway at grade option.  For either option, a noise wall 
built on the side of the road by residential neighborhoods must be installed, like what was 
done on the Wurzbach expressway overpass at Blanco Road - not just a taller wall at the 
backyard of the houses that back up to the frontage road. Installing the noise walls on the 
overpasses would offer significantly more noise reduction at the same or lower cost than 
extending the existing wall height by these properties.  My preference is a managed toll 
option instead of a toll on all lanes. This way drivers can select whether they want to pay 
more to drive faster. 

346 6/25/2013 21:20 Alice Epperson As a resident in Big Springs, I am making contact to voice my concerns over the pending 281 
Expansion.  As a physician parent of an asthmatic child I strongly support we keep the project 
at ground level.  The concept of an elevated highway system would heavily add to the 
existing air pollution as well as noise and debris .  Please keep this mind and we are in favor 
of an on the ground project  Thanks for your attention  Alice Epperson MD

347 7/3/2013 12:19 Alice Epperson As the physician mother of a young child who suffers with asthma I am strongly opposed to a 
multi level concept of the 281 expansion. I do support the expansion as long as all traffic 
remains on the ground. An upper level freeway would most certainly add to compromised air 
quality as well as additional road noise which already is high. Thank you for your time Alice 
Epperson MD

348 6/26/2013 16:47 Robert Evans When taking the two alternatives into consideration, please be sure to address the impact of 
the construction on the current thoroughfare for the next several years. i.e. additional delays, 
etc. If the fly over alternative will have less of an impact, it has my vote, even with the 
increased cost.
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349 5/26/2013 16:44 Reagan Farish When considering which option to go with to fix Hwy 281, I don't think that elevated 
expressways are the most economical way to go. The only exception would be the 
overpasses at the crossroads. Plus, with the option of the expressway's being on the ground, 
you have the ability to put in an added HOV lane, which would alleviate more traffic and 
encourage people to carpool to work which means less cars on the road and less pollution.

350 6/24/2013 12:26 Don Ferguson From what I see the best option would be an elevated non-toll roadway. If you desire to 
continue with the toll concept then I would suggest your toll US281 from 1604 north to 1604 
south all the way through the county. Why penalize just those who live on the North side. Just 
remember how financially successful 130 has become!

351 6/30/2013 21:59 B Finesilver Any toll roads should be fin ance by the state, operated by the state, and toll monies used 
exclusively within the state. Just because rick perry has been bribed by a spanish toll 
company is no reasons texans should support his crooked deals.

352 6/17/2013 16:41 Avone Fisher My home is located one street removed from 281. When our home was purchased (2001) we 
were informed there would be future construction on 281 so we knew we were in for some 
headaches. However at that time the constructsion designs were completely different. These 
new designs will greatly impact the property values of the Big Springs neighborhood. I fully 
recognize that something must be done about the traffic but please, let's do it in a way that 
doesn't completely kill the value of homes that people have worked a lifetime to aquire. An 
elevated roadway looking right down into our community would be a disaster for our 
homeowners. Keep the cars on the ground at least and provide a sound barrier wall sufficent 
to permit us to enjoy our homes. This is the least you can do since you screwed up the 
origional plans for a simple overpass over 281 which would have elimated the traffic lights 
and let the traffic flow.

353 6/29/2013 9:43 John Fitzpatrick No to toll
354 6/29/2013 15:16 Dana Florence I am against any existing highway paid for with tax $ to be made into a toll road. Tolling is 

about control of people. Those that can afford it ,it does not effect as much. But it effects 
those that are lowest in income. Single Mother's and those that have low paying jobs. This is 
a way to keep people in their own areas where they live and off the highway. It is a way for 
those who can afford just to be fleeced to pay more taxes for the previledge of driving on the 
highway. I am totally against tolling 281 or any existing road in San Antonio and surrounding 
area or in Texas . Dana Florence

355 6/25/2013 10:10 J Foegelle Always finding ways to get into our pockets.I'm against the Toll.This would effect all 
businesses along 281.

356 5/31/2013 21:32 Paul Foglesong I strongly favor the expressway alternative rather than the elevated expressway alternative 
because it would be less expensive and would not create a huge eyesore. Frankly, I am 
perplexed as to why we are even considering the elevated alternative; I can only conclude 
that some construction company with a profit motive has had undue influence in the design of 
the alternatives submitted to us by mail. If indeed one would like express lanes, they could be 
designed without an expensive, unsightly elevated roadway. Please, please do this right even 
if it is being done years late.
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357 6/17/2013 20:59 C G Please keep the new road at street level. Roads that are designed to go over and above 
cause severe loss of privacy and the noise is maximized because no walls are high enough 
to make a difference. The higher roads are also eye-sores for our community to deal with. 
Please be considerate of those who live in this area. Please do not publish any info about me 
and do not use my name, address, email, etc.

358 6/17/2013 11:24 Lynn Ganschinietz I am strongly against any elevated expressway or overpasses along the 281 corridor. I am a 
homeowner in The Village on the Glen. Any overpasses or elevated expressways will 
drastically decrease the property value of our homes. I specifically bought my home closer to 
1604, and paid more for the land because of the location, so I would not have the long 
commute further out 281 North. It is not fair to decrease the property values of homeowners 
who chose to buy closer to 1604 so others, who chose to buy further out 281 North, are not 
inconvenienced by a longer commute. I vigorously oppose any improvements that do not 
keep all traffic on the ground level!

359 6/17/2013 8:29 David Garcia We, in the Village at the Glenn off Evans Rd and 281, have been fighting for a Sound 
Reducing Wall for 6 years. Now we finally get word we’ll get one but I seriously doubt 2,000 
feet is long enough or 12 feet high is high enough to be effective at reducing the noise levels 
that The Glenn experiences. Furthermore, that proposed wall will do virtually no good if the 
freeway is elevated.  **** If it is elevated . . . . We will continue to fight for Sound Reducing 
Walls on the elevated roadways.  Additionally, please a two-lane exit for the NB Evans exit. 
The growth in traffic volume over the next several years using this exit will be tremendous, 
especially given the residential building that is underway in the Stone Oak area.  Thanks for 
your consideration.

360 6/18/2013 9:39 David Garcia Please keep the "expressway option" ON THE GROUND!
361 6/21/2013 10:20 Marco Garcia I'm in favor of the elevated lanes, to minimize the actual asphalt surface coverage over the 

recharge area as I'm sure has already been mentioned before. As far as payment, I don't 
mind paying tolls (as I have TXTAG's on all my vehicle), but it must be reasonable. The 
estimate on the news article says 0.50/mile and thats a bit much. In Houston, I travel from 
IH10 to Hwy 290 (6.5 mi) for about $2.50 one-way. I save that much in gasoline not waiting in 
traffic. Maybe this topic shold be explained by an engineer; the cost of fuel idling vs moving.

362 6/30/2013 17:16 Bill Gardner This expansion & construction of the overpasses should have been completed at this time. 
The financing was there but disappeared and now we have the RMA & another 
environmental study being done to insure that 281 becomes a toll road. You should all be 
held in account and maybe there will be a way the law permits a lawsuit against all that 
participated in this sham. I will be supporting any & all groups that will proceed with this type 
of action.  How do you people sleep at night?
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363 6/6/2013 14:52 Gilmer Gaston For my own selfish reasons, I would say build the free Expressway option; however, knowing 
that the region has many transportation needs and insuffificent funding to handle those 
needs, I recommend a tolling expressway option. The uninterrupted flow lanes should be 
tolled and the frontage road lanes remain free. At a minimum, collect enough tolling revenue 
to maintain and improve the corridor; however, I believe that once the tolling revenue pays for 
the project, the tolling revenue could be used to improve other regionally significant 
transportation improvement projects.

364 6/17/2013 10:30 Gilmer Gaston This is a long overdue project that will be of great benefit for the citizens of San Antonio. I see 
the study discusses US 281 North of the project, including improvements in Comal County. 
For those of us who regularly drive US 281 south of Loop 1604, we recognize that while 
improving the section in the EIS is important, it might seem prudent if the study stated the 
obvious that further capacity improvements south of Loop 1604 are needed. In fact, managed 
lanes extending from Loop 1604 south to 410 or some other logical termini like downtown 
San Antonio, should be mentioned. US 281 today (during non-summertime traffic) routinely 
experiences significant congestion in both the AM and PM peak periods from Loop 1604 to 
downtown. I admit that improvements from Loop 1604 to downtown may almost be 
impossible, it is something that should be addressed in a transportation planning study, 
sooner rather than later. Even if there is merely an admission that the roadway is heavily 
congested today and future congestion can be expected to be worse.

365 6/28/2013 19:06 Michael Gates I am against any effort to build a toll road on Hwy 281 or Hwy 1604 in San Antonio. It is not 
right thath the citizens should be saddled with the cost if the proposed toll roads do not make 
a profit for the builders. We have already paid taxes on their construction and now the 
TXDOT wants to tax us again for driving the same routes?  DO NOT convert our highways 
into toll roads.

366 6/20/2013 19:57 Mike Gebhart We do not want overpasses. Waste of money and more road noise.
367 6/18/2013 19:44 David George As a resident of Big Springs Village on the Glen, I strongly urge the adoption of the ground 

level expressway. The elevated option would be way too invasive of our neighborhood.



Draft EIS Web Comments
04/26/2013 - 07/03/2013

12 of 49

REFERENCE # DATE/TIME REC'VD FIRST NAME LAST NAME COMMENT

368 6/30/2013 13:22 Rosemary Glaze First, what kind of sick fascination do you have with forcing toll roads down the throat of a 
public that clearly does not want them?  Second, we have already paid for this road many 
times over. Officials have repeatedly stolen money allocated to fix 281 in order to force us to 
pay tolls.  Third, the roads slated for tolls virtually trap the residents NE, N, and NW of 1604, 
leaving them with no public highway into the city. You clearly are targeting these areas with 
excess taxation.  Fourth, your environmental justice maps clearly indicate the financial impact 
of the slated toll roads is designed to be born by non-Hispanic whites, even though they 
represent a minority of the area's population. This is discriminatory.  Fifth, expect to be sued.  
Sixth, San Antonio will suffer negative economic consequences. People will no longer drive 
into the city to shop or do business. I know I will not. No meaningful study of economic 
impacts to residents, businesses, or employees in the corridor have been considered as 
required by federal law.  Seventh, TXDot's insistence on tolling roads has gotten to the point 
of being abusive.  I urge you to reject the toll plan on Hwy 281 and I demand the complete 
non-toll expressway option be advanced as the 'preferred alternative' for the Final 
Environmental Impact Statement as it advances to the Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA) for final approval in 2014.

369 7/3/2013 12:16 Jason Glore I prefer for this corridor to be treated with fairness, the same way Highway 151 was treated, 
like Interstates 10, 35 and 37, with non-toll ground-level expressway lanes appropriate for the 
needs of the people who live, work and travel through this corridor.

370 6/29/2013 15:54 Gail Golightly I am definitely NOT for a raised freeway under any circumstances. Please do the ground 
level freeway even though it may be more inconvenient than the raised. In the long run it will 
be worth some inconvenience(most of us have certainly become accustomed to that) AND on 
the plus side it will be more cost effective and possibly the noise level wont be as bad. I think 
it would be an awful thing for such a nice neighborhood to have such a monstrosity in their 
back yard. We live off Evans Road on the opposite side of Big Springs (281) and certainly 
don't like the idea!!  PS No tolls, please!Thank you

371 6/28/2013 14:10 Nancy Grams I am very concerned that there is no competitive bidding or that there can be no expansion of 
free alternate route....Why??? This sounds a bit like the bids will go to someone in power's 
brother- in law! Why are the tolls in perpetuity? MOre shady politics?

372 6/28/2013 17:42 Joshua Greene I am 100% against toll roads of any kind in San Antonio. This issue has encouraged me to 
become politically active. No toll roads!
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373 6/25/2013 21:55 Peggy Gresham There should not be toll roads set up on 281 north of San Antonio. The original plan to redo 
281, which was in place and presented to the public around 2001, was a good one and used 
funds that had already been earmarked for the project. Find out what happened to those 
funds and use them. We have already paid for these improvements with our taxes.  
281 is a major, and really the sole, route for people living north of San Antonio to use to get 
into the city. Putting tolls on this highway would put a major financial burden on those 
residents. The government looks at this as a "cash Cow" that would continue to produce 
income forever. The government wants to further burden the citizens of Texas by charging 
them for using a necessary road. The government would rather do this than use the Billions 
they already get from the citizens of Texas in a responsible and fiscally sound way. I say 
Absolutely Not to a 281 Toll Road.

374 7/1/2013 16:07 Abel Guzman I believe something must be done soon to alleviate some of the congenstion along 281. I live 
just south of the project and would frequent more of the businesses in the 281/Stone Oak 
area if it weren't for the traffic mess.  I think an "expressway" alternative funded with a 
combination of toll/non toll funding sources (like the San Antonio-Bexar County MPO Mobility 
2035 plan) would go a long way to ease a lot of the congestion.  I feel that "blinders-on" anti-
progress organizations have vastly and negativiely impacted this project for way too long. I 
say "Stop impeding us - get out of the way, keep using the congested frontage roads and let 
Texans thru"!  Abel Guzman

375 7/2/2013 18:29 Ashley Hale Please let this serve as our extreme opposition to the tolling projects planned on Hwy. 281 
and Loop 1604, and in fact ANY of the highways in and around the entire City of San Antonio 
and surrounding area.  We canNOT afford to pay these tolls, and this will have severe and 
negative impact on the ability to support our family and the ability to continue to live and work 
in San Antonio.       We canNOT afford to pay tolls.  We do NOT want tolls.  We do NOT 
agree to support ANY such toll projects.  Please note your records accordingly.

376 7/2/2013 11:54 Sharon Hall We do not want toll roads on 281 or 1604 in Bexar County or on IH 35 between San Antonio 
and Austin.

377 6/26/2013 12:21 Ben Harati No elevated option for 281. This will negatively impact the residents of Big Springs.  thank 
you.

378 6/26/2013 20:28 Cheryl Harlin Dear Sir/Ma'am,  I oppose placing an toll on US Hwy 281 from San Antonio, TX through 
Spring Branch, TX.  Thank you very much for your time, CH

379 6/25/2013 14:36 Craig Harris I reside in the affected area (281 north of 1604-to-Borgfeld rd) Please note that I am DEAD-
SET AGAINST any toll rd on 281. This entire project has been mishandled from Day-1 and I 
deeply resent any outside private entities being involved in projects that we citizens HAVE 
ALREADT PAID FOR ONCE! We will be monitoring this entire process to secure 
transparency that seems NOT to be the norm. Thank you.  CL Harris

380 6/30/2013 8:23 Dru Hart Power grab! You had the money to build the overpasses originally. What did you use that on? 
The people of San Antonio voted NO on these toll roads. You insist on thinking that WE THE 
PEOPLE don't know what we want. We DO NOT want these toll roads!! What part of that do 
you "NOT" understand?
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381 6/29/2013 13:38 Thomas Heffron We don't need and don't want Toll Roads on 281 North or 1604. Thomas J. Heffron
382 6/20/2013 19:58 Kay Heining Keep the expansion of 281 ON THE GROUND. There are too many homes in the area that 

will be affected by an elevated highway. Tolls displace traffic onto neighborhood streets. A 10-
mile stretch of Loop 1604 West is being expanded from 2 to 4 main lanes with 5 overpasses 
all non-toll right now for $200 million (or $20 million a mile). Yet on 281, they claim it cannot 
be expanded without tolls and that the cost for just a 7-mile project is $448 million (or over 
$60 million a mile). There's $168 million in non-toll funds allocated right now to 281 (which is 
$24 million/mile). So we can fix 281 with available funds and do it non-toll.

383 6/17/2013 15:51 Thomas Hickey As a Big Springs resident, I absolutely do not want to see an elevated highway going psst our 
residences. The resulting noise and visible obstruction would be a significant nuisance, and 
the impact on our property values would be disastrous. Please keep the cars on the ground!

384 7/1/2013 12:57 Amanda Higgins Please let this serve as our extreme opposition to the tolling projects planned on Hwy. 281 
and Loop 1604, and in fact ANY of the highways in and around the entire City of San Antonio 
and surrounding area.  We canNOT afford to pay these tolls, and this will have severe and 
negative impact on the ability to support our family and the ability to continue to live and work 
in San Antonio.   We canNOT afford to pay tolls.  We do NOT want tolls.  We do NOT agree 
to support ANY such toll projects.  Please note your records accordingly.  

385 7/3/2013 19:55 Bobby Higgins Please let this serve as our extreme opposition to the tolling projects planned on Hwy. 281 
and Loop 1604, and in fact ANY of the highways in and around the entire City of San Antonio 
and surrounding area. We canNOT afford to pay these tolls, and this will have severe and 
negative impact on the ability to support our family and the ability to continue to live and work 
in San Antonio.  We canNOT afford to pay tolls. We do NOT want tolls. We do NOT agree to 
support ANY such toll projects. Please note your records accordingly.

386 6/29/2013 9:21 Gail Higgins Please let this serve as our extreme opposition to the tolling projects planned on Hwy. 281 
and Loop 1604, and in fact ANY of the highways in and around the entire City of San Antonio 
and surrounding area. We canNOT afford to pay these tolls, and this will have severe and 
negative impact on the ability to support our family and the ability to continue to live and work 
in San Antonio.  We canNOT afford to pay tolls. We already have too many bills on our plate! 
Where does this all end? We do NOT want tolls. We do NOT agree to support ANY such toll 
projects. Please note your records accordingly.

387 7/1/2013 12:52 Sarah Higgins Please let this serve as our extreme opposition to the tolling projects planned on Hwy. 281 
and Loop 1604, and in fact ANY of the highways in and around the entire City of San Antonio 
and surrounding area. We canNOT afford to pay these tolls, and this will have severe and 
negative impact on the ability to support our family and the ability to continue to live and work 
in San Antonio.  We canNOT afford to pay tolls. We do NOT want tolls. We do NOT agree to 
support ANY such toll projects. Please note your records accordingly.
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388 6/25/2013 11:25 Micah Hoevelman Dear 281 EIS Team,  As a homeowner in the Big Springs community along the 281 south 
bound corridor at Evans Rd., please accept my comments for consideration in the 
forthcoming discussions concerning future work to the 281corridor.  I am aware of 
discussions of the potential of an elevated connection to the roadway. It is our belief that 
incorporatingan elevated connection would have a negative impact on our community, in 
terms of both safety, and a negative impact on our property values.  Therefore, if any 
additional with is to be completed on 281, keeping that additional work ON THE GROUND 
would be appreciated.  Thank you,  Micah Hoevelman

389 7/2/2013 7:16 Pamela Hollen Complete NON-TOLL Expressway.  All this time no toll, keep it that way.  Respectfully, 
Pamela Hollen

390 6/29/2013 12:35 Cyn Holubik We drive this route frequently into S.A. and are OUTRAGED over this 281 toll-road proposal: 
WE ARE TAXED ENOUGH and DOT already has enough funds to support any 281 
expansion. This proposal has all the hallmarks of a money-grab AND mishandling of funds 
altogether.  This project idea is reminiscent of "The Bridge to Nowhere" (Alaska)which 
thankfully was shutdown and then, akin to the disastrous tunnel in the Northeast. The latter 
was misrepresented from its inception, fraudulent in the contract management, and totally 
abuse of taxpayer billions. Don't go there!  I'm from S.A. and have experienced toll-ways all 
across the U.S. They are gross nightmares AND utter failures. Texans are SUPPOSED to be 
much wiser as well as good stewards of   asssets/resources.  Sincerely,  Cynthia Holubik

391 6/25/2013 10:12 Laura Hopkins-Day It's interesting that the "Guardians of the Aquifer" have analyzed the impact of concrete / 
asphalt over the recharge zone, the "Bug Huggers" have studied the impact on all critters 
with multiply legs . . . . but not one study has been done to evaluate the impact of "tripling of 
road noise, heavy production of particulate matter and exhaust including but not limited to, 
airborne rubber particles, brake dust, diesel fumes, debris from truck loads, parts of vehicles 
themselves, and the like," on residents livingnearby in Big Springs if they are subjected to an 
elevated highway in their back yards! It is further unconscionable that your plans for an 
elevated highway would also destroy the "peaceful possession and quiet enjoyment" of our 
homesteads in the Big Springs area and that the layout and design of this neighborhood was 
approved by our city council without hesitation or thought of future impacts, both health and 
environmental on the residents in the area. The only solution is to keep US281 North 
elevated roads to a minimum and only elevate the overpasses OR areas that do not adjoin 
residential neighborhoods. With any solution we MUST have barrier walls high enough and 
wide enough to minimize all environmental pollutants to the residents in Big Springs. 
Respectfully, Laura Hopkins-Day

392 6/18/2013 8:01 David Hrncir Request that new highway be kept on the ground with overpasses.
393 6/26/2013 0:34 Perry Hubert I am opposed to making US 281 a Toll Expressway.
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394 6/25/2013 21:36 Betty Jean Ingram As a resident of Big Springs, I am eager to see improvements in US281 that will relieve the 
congestion. Ground level expressways will be cheaper to construct and will be less 
detrimental to the environment and to property values. Please consider this alternative as the 
best option. I also request that toll roads be avoided. Texas has the money to provide roads 
for its citizens and should do so.  Betty Jean Ingram  20710 Cactus Loop  San Antonio, TX 
78258

395 7/3/2013 11:22 Daniel Jarvis We live along the 281 corridor in the Mountain Lodge development just north of Marshall 
Road. Of the options provided, I recommend the Expressway Alternative for the following 
reasons: it's cheaper; it can be built in less time; it will not be as much of an eyesore for the 
residents living along the corridor as the elevated alternative; it will produce much less noise 
pollution than the elevated alternative; it won't negatively affect property values as much as 
the elevated alternative.  So if you must build it, think of the residents who live along the 
corridor and build what will have the least impact on them/property values. Would you want to 
live close to a noisy, elevated expressway? I sure wouldn't.  And, finally. Build the road with 
an asphalt surface rather than cement. This will cut down the noise pollution tremendously. 
Above all, think of the residents first!

396 6/21/2013 10:27 Richard Jenkins I am a member of Bulverde UMC, located just north of Borgfeld road. Total membership 
1100+  The plan for the surface roadway shows detention ponds to be located upon the land 
of our church. The proposed location for these ponds is a problem because (1) our prayer 
garden is located where the proposed location for the ponds is shown, and the ashes of a 
deceased assistant pastor are scattered throughout this prayer garden and (2) the view from 
sanctuary looks out over the prayer garden, and if the ponds are placed in the proposed site, 
the view would be of the concrete of the ponds. If the ponds are moved 40-50 feet north and 
the trees which are now in our prayer garden are left alone, the ponds would be down slope 
and out of sight. I also have questions concerning the location of access points to Bulverde 
UMC. In both the surface and elevated proposals, our current entry points (especially for 
southbound traffic) will be impacted and the depictions do not show how the impact will be 
resolved. The surface plan does not "appear" to preclude southbound traffic from turning 
across the northbound lanes for entry, but the northbound traffic will be traveling at a high 
rate of speed as they exit the expressway, making that crossing dangerous.  It sounds like 
you are also planning on implementing some managed lanes. I'd be in favor of lanes that are 
free to vehicles with 2+ passengers but tolled to vehicles with only one passenger. I believe 
the Katy Freeway in Houston uses this concept. I am NOT in favor of making these lanes free 
only to registered car pools. Simply having 2+ people in the vehicle should be sufficient.  
Thank you for including easy access/ramps and a complete intersection/underpass at Encino 
Rio Road. I believe that is very important and useful to a large number of residents in the 
area.  Again, I fully support the expansion of Highway 281 and construction of the northern 
section of the 281/1604 interchange, even if it requires some lanes to be tolled.

397 6/22/2013 7:54 Daryl Johnson Tolls are OK if you only spend tolls collected on the road where earned and when bonds paid 
off the toll stops.
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398 6/17/2013 17:53 Marvin Jones I fully support the construction of the expanded 281 highway with the over passes at each 
intersection with the highway remaining on ground level. Not only is it less expensive it will 
have less of an impact on the value of our homes in the Big Spring area. I am against a toll 
road but not sure that is even up for discussion at this time.  Sincerely,  Marvin and Cheryl 
Jones

399 6/4/2013 12:08 Edward Kalinowski We all know something has to be done with US 281 and at the least amount of cost. I believe 
all we need are three overpasses with turn a rounds, frontage roads and good spacing of exit 
and entrance ramps.The overpasses would be at Evans Road, Stone Oak Parkway and 
Bulverde Road with a turn a round at Cibolo Creek bridge for the people who need to go 
south on US 281. Thank you for letting me comment.

400 6/29/2013 15:33 Tom Kennedy I, my neighbors and everyone I know are sick and tired of the local, county, and Texas state 
governments forgetting that they were elected to serve not take from us to line their own 
pockets.  You have stolen our tax money and diverted it for your own pleasure and now you 
want to put toll roads on Hwy 281 when money was already allocated to make it wider with 
overpasses.  Everyone I know is getting madder and madder. Please become servants to the 
people not lords over us. It’s our city and our taxes you are squandering. STOP!!!

401 7/3/2013 21:39 Kevin King Please build this project. I am in favor of either tolled or managed lanes. The people, such as 
I, who live up the 281 corridor and should shoulder some of the cost of building this road. 
Additionally, we simply cannot wait any longer to expand road capacity and any non-tolled 
solution seems to require delay while seeking additional funding.  I desire to minimize 
environmental impact and am very pleased with the plans to include bicycle and pedestrian 
access along the corridor.

402 6/25/2013 15:44 Linda King No toll roads. Our tax dollars have already paid for these roads and now they want to charge 
us to drive on roads we paid for in the first place.

403 7/3/2013 22:02 Jennifer Kippenberger I would like to express my concern about traffic bottlenecks forming at the ramp locations 
along the project. It seems that there could be a large number of vehicles exiting the 
expressway to travel 281 South of 1604 that could cause severe backups. I noted that the 
CAM used in the EIS for air quality data is no longer operational. I would like to implore those 
responsible for air quality to please install an air monitoring station in the project area. Thank 
you!

404 6/30/2013 15:36 Agnes Klar I vote against a toll road on 281 North. It is too expensive to contruct and for users to pay.
405 6/25/2013 22:45 Charlou Koenig I am writing to voice my opposition to any project that creates more toll roads, both those 

converting existing highways into toll roads and new toll roads. Please confirm by return 
email your receipt of this comment.

406 6/27/2013 14:17 Elisabeth Kolenberg Please register my vote against a 281 Toll Road. We are overtaxed as it is and there are 
other options to improve traffic conditions.  Please confirm my vote.  Thank you
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407 7/3/2013 22:09 Nikki Kuhns THE CURRENT TOLL PLAN WILL CREATE A PERMANENT MAJOR BOTTLENECK AT 
STONE OAK PKY. & 281.  This bottleneck will result in damage to air quality.  --COMMENT:  
~The Toll Hybrid plan (called the "managed lane option,") -- with 2 toll lanes in the middle and 
4 non-tolled highway lanes alongside them [2 free lanes and 1 tolled lane in each direction] -- 
will create a jumbo BOTTLENECK at Stone Oak Pkwy. & 281. Here is where the NON-
TOLLED highway lanes will END ABRUPTLY and drivers who don't wish to continue on the 
tolled lanes will have to exit to the 'free' lanes; that is, the access roads, also call the frontage 
roads.  ~ALL SIX (6) HIGHWAY LANES [3 in each direction] NORTH OF STONE OAK Pkwy. 
WILL BE CONVERTED TO TOLLED ROADS.  ~SO. as stated --- the non-toll traffic will be 
forced to exit  [abruptly?] onto the FRONTAGE ROADs [which TxDot/RMA renamed 'free 
lanes'], thereby backing up both the freeway and the frontage road ['free lane'] traffic.  >>>• 
THE CURRENT TOLL PLAN DOES NOT ADD ANY NEW HIGHWAY LANES FROM LOOP 
1604 TO STONE OAK PKWY.  --Comment:  ~~The current toll plan adds NO NEW LANES 
south of Stone Oak Pkwy, therefore it DOES NOT MEET THE PURPOSE AND NEED OF 
THE PROJECT,  which is to improve mobility and relieve congestion in the corridor.  
~~ Note that the 'managed lanes' (for the HOV) will NOT be newly built lanes. They are 
merely lanes to be converted from existing FREE free lanes [from a total of 3 lanes each 
direction] and renamed and made to be tolled, HOV lanes. [Remember: 'HOV' lanes ARE 
TOLLED, 'managed' lanes.]  ~This takes away from the 3 FREE lanes ea. direction and 
makes it 2 free lanes each direction.  ~TxDot and RMA like to use the phrase "added lanes," 
instead of the correct phrase,"converted present lanes."  ~~The non-toll highway lanes, 
adjacent to the HOV/Transit toll lanes, will remain congested through 2035 without new 
added capacity.  ..........  ~~The 'ALL-TOLL LANE OPTION' (that is, NO FREE highway 
LANES, at all) will not meet the purpose and need of the project!  ~It will displace that traffic 
which endeavors to avoid the toll and thereby forcing it onto the frontage roads and 
neighborhood streets. This will also cause permanent congestion in the corridor.   
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407 cont' 7/3/2013 22:09 Nikki Kuhns >>>• MANY UNNECESSARY ELEMENTS of CONSTRUCTION ARE DRIVING UP THE 
COSTS.  --Comments:  ~Firstly, nine (9) overpasses are planned in just 7 miles. ~That 
planning is OVERKILL and could actually make the corridor less safe. (It could end up 
making the corridor much like a rollercoaster--going up & over & down, up & over & down-- 
with that many intersections and so many overpasses very close together.)  ~ Each overpass 
will cost about $10 million.  ~SO---eliminating some of the overpasses would shave cost and 
help make THE NON-TOLL OPTION EVEN MORE AFFORDABLE.  ~~Secondly, a direct 
connect access ramp for a Via Park-N-Ride facility is planned at Stone Oak for express 
buses to take residents to and fro downtown SA. This planned facility is without any 
justification of it and lacking actual data to show how many residents would utilize such an 
express bus on a daily basis -- or, why taxpayers should foot the bill for such a special 
access ramp for it (estimated at $58 million).  ~~~Thirdly, the project includes bike and 
pedestrian pathways throughout this entire 7- mile corridor section, thereby adding 
unnecessary cost. Bikes & pedestrians can safely travel along the planned frontage roads.  
~~~Fourthly, the project also includes ‘context sensitive solutions’ such as artistic elements: 
accent lighting, rain gardens, etc. All of these extra costs MUST to be eliminated.  >>>• 
CASH TOLL PAYERS WILL BE CHARGED 33-50% MORE THAN TollTag USERS.  --
Comment:  ~Since the tolling will be all electronic, government entities will necessitate each 
auto having a GI [government-issued] TollTag and requiring drivers to keep an account open 
in order to pay the lowest toll rate. (Toll rates range: 17-50 cents a mile).  ~Those 
autos/drivers who don't have a TollTag and get billed by 'SNAIL' mail will pay 33-50% higher 
toll rates.  ~There is no way to bill out-of-state or international drivers, so San Antonio 
taxpayers will foot the bill for these visitors who will get a free ride!  >>>• THERE IS NO 
MEANINGFUL STUDY OF ECONOMIC IMPACTS TO RESIDENTS, BUSINESSes AND 
EMPLOYEES IN THE CORRIDOR AS REQUIRED BY FEDERAL LAW [NEPA]. (This 
underscores our comment at top: Humans are impacted more that any other species...)  
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407 cont' 7/3/2013 22:09 Nikki Kuhns ~The Draft EIS [Environmental Impact Statement/study] acknowledges that (Vol I, Chap. 3 p. 
215) traffic trying to avoid paying tolls will be displaced onto neighborhood streets. AS WE'VE 
ALREADY INDICATED, this will effect elements of: safety, schools, property values, quality of  
 life, and access to gainful employment.  ~The tolled 'options' put forth in the statement DO 
NOT meet the purpose and need of the project as they will merely displace congestion into 
neighborhoods, rather than relieving it.  ~Since much of the development in the corridor is 
retail, schools, hotels, and hospitals, many of these industries employ low to mid-range wage 
earners. This will put a huge burden on businesses to retain employees if their job salaries 
can’t possibly pay for toll fees when getting access to their jobs!  ~Driving congested, 
stoplight-ridden frontage roads is NOT AN EFFICIENT NOR EFFECTIVE ALTERNATIVE TO 
'FREE' HIGHWAY LANES.  ~The Draft EIS only looks at low-income & other social segments 
of the populace --and, claims there are no adverse impacts to these groups.  ~The EIS 
claims that if someone can’t afford tolls, they can use the frontage roads.  ~FLASH!: Non-
affordability to pay tolls of some taxpayers -- who also pay for ALL roads -- relegates them to 
second-class citizens by not allowing them access to toll roads --AND, sends them to inferior 
congested 'free' routes. This is not only patently unfair, it’s discriminatory and inefficient.  
>>>• TOLL LANES IMPEDE EMERGENCY SERVICES FROM REACHING VICTIMS, 
CRASHES AND HOSPITALS.  --Comments: ~~The HOV-Transit toll lanes... [HOV: The so-
called ‘Managed-Lane Option' in the center of the non-toll freeway lanes (to be constructed 
from Loop 1604 up to Stone Oak Pkwy; ALL lanes ON 281 to be tolled north of Stone Oak 
Pkwy.)]...inhibit the ability of EMS and police to reach victims and quickly usher them to 
hospitals.  ~Reason: they will have to cross 2 lanes of freeway and then try to access limited 
access/barriered center toll/HOV lanes. When every second counts, such an arrangement 
puts lives at risk. EXISTING NON-TOLLED 'FREE' LANES on 281 WILL BE CONVERTED TO
 TOLLED LANES NORTH OF STONE OAK where it joins 281.-Comments: ~The four lanes 
[2 in each direction] of the original 6 non-toll expressway [there are presently 3 in each 
direction] lanes will disappear north of Marshall Road. All SIX expressway lanes WILL BE
 TOLLED! All the lanes we taxpayers drive on today for 'free' [not really; we already are 
paying taxes to build, maintain and drive on all roads] will be converted to toll lanes creating 
a massive DOUBLE TAX! **TOLLS DISPLACE TRAFFIC ONTO NEIGHBORHOOD 
STREETS. Comments:Studies show toll roads and fees displace traffic onto surrounding 
neighborhood streets and increase congestion and risk of accidents on local streets. 
I urge the agencies to do the right thing and choose the ‘COMPLETE NON-TOLL 
 EXPRESSWAY OPTION.’
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408 7/3/2013 14:27 Jimmy Lamberth Jimmy Lamberth's Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) for the 
Proposed US 281 Improvements .  My name is Jimmy Lamberth. I live at 12420 Stuart Rd., 
San Antonio, Texas, 78263. My phone number is 210-635-8010. In conversations with 
constituents throughout Bexar County since 2005, I know that considerable MORE than a 
simple majority are NOT in favor of a tolling solution for 281 and many of the other projects 
that have been forced on us by the MINORITY. In fact, most have opposed tolling 281 since 
the option to use tolling as a means of improving 281 was initiated years ago. In fact we 
opposed the wasting of money to put the “turnarounds” in place which have not solved the 
problems. The people I talk to, once they are made aware of what has happened in the past 
oppose tolling for many reasons. We have many questions that have not been addressed 
yet.  I will highlight some of the reasons in the following why I, as well as many others I have 
talked to about the 281 corridor, insist on a COMPLETE NON-TOLL OPTION for improving 
Hwy 281.  I am requesting that you acknowledge receipt of my comments.  A Tolling 
Proposal is Double Taxation (we already paid for the free lanes).  
The Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) currently has two HOV/transit toll lanes 
planned from Loop 1604 to Marshall Road. According to MPO documents, all existing 
FREEway lanes north of Marshall Rd. to the county line will be converted to toll lanes with NO 
toll-free express lane option!  Toll Viability.  An issue that has NOT yet been addressed is the 
viability of tolling as a means of funding 281 improvements. This issue arises from a review of 
toll roads in the state that appear not to be toll viable, have basically gone into foreclosure, or 
have continued to raise toll rates in an attempt to recoup funds to pay for the road. We hear 
that this is presently happening on the new 130 Toll Road from IH 10 to Georgetown. It did 
not solve the problems on IH 35 through Austin as it was proposed to do. Therefore, where is 
an assessment, or study, of the toll viability as part of the EIS? Nothing has yet been 
presented to the public in support of the financial viability of a tolling option. It would appear 
that this issue MUST be addressed before the EIS can be approved. This would appear to be 
a common sense and logical approach since toll rates and possible failure of the toll road will 
have an impact on the public. These projections of traffic over the next 10 to 20 years have 
proven to be inaccurate because they cannot predict the cost of fuel and vehicle cost in the 
future.
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408 cont' 7/3/2013 14:27 Jimmy Lamberth Other Financial Impact to Citizens.  Another issue that concerns the citizens of the 281 
corridor is the financial impact on each family, whether they use the toll road or not. This 
MUST be a part of the EIS since the EIS is concerned with more than the physical 
environment such as the impact on water quality, our land, air pollution, plants and animals, 
etc. What is the impact on the humans and their families? That is, what will it cost us as a 
result of the travel cost increase (published toll rates of 17 cents to 50 cents per mile) and 
what will it cost us as a result of the increased cost we will be charge by merchants in this 
corridor because of their increased overhead? Or, will merchants such as HEB, CVS, 
Walgreens, restaurants, dry cleaners, etc., be granted free access to the toll road?  
Displaced Traffic Through Neighborhood Streets   The Draft EIS acknowledges (Vol I, Chap. 
3 p. 215) traffic trying to avoid paying tolls will be displaced onto neighborhood streets. And 
we know that many drivers will try to avoid paying a toll by finding alternate routes through 
our neighborhoods. Those of who live adjacent to 281 have already seen increased 
neighborhood street traffic as congestion on 281 has increased. Studies show tolls displace 
traffic onto surrounding neighborhood streets and increase accidents and congestion on 
these local streets. This effects safety, schools, property values, quality of life, and access to 
gainful employment. The tolled options DO NOT meet the purpose and need of the project 
when it will merely displace congestion into neighborhoods, rather than relieve it. Since much 
of the development in the corridor is retail, schools, hotels, and hospitals, many of these 
industries employ low to mid-wage earners. How will businesses retain employees if their 
salaries can’t possibly pay for tolls to get access to their jobs? Driving congested, stop-light 
ridden frontage roads is NOT an efficient nor an effective alternative to freeway lanes.  The 
Draft EIS only looked at low income & social justice populations & claims no adverse impacts 
to either of these groups. The EIS claims if someone can’t afford tolls, they can use the 
frontage roads. Making those who can’t afford tolls second class citizens relegated to 
congested free routes is not only patently unfair (especially since they’re paying gas tax for 
state highways), it’s discriminatory and inefficient.
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408 cont' 7/3/2013 14:27 Jimmy Lamberth .  The Current Toll Plan Will Create a Permanent MAJOR BOTTLENECK at Stone Oak 
Parkway   The proposed hybrid Toll plan (called managed lane option, with 2 toll lanes in the 
middle, 4 non-toll highway lanes alongside) will create a Texas-sized BOTTLENECK at Stone 
Oak when the non-toll highway lanes stop and will have to exit! All 6 highway lanes north of 
Stone Oak will be TOLLED. So all non-toll traffic, which will be in the majority, will be forced 
to exit onto the frontage roads which will back-up both the freeway and the frontage roads.   
The Current Toll Plan does NOT add ANY New Highway Lanes from Loop 1604 to Stone Oak 
Parkway . The current toll plan adds no new lanes south of Stone Oak Pkwy, therefore it does 
NOT meet the purpose and need of the project, which is to improve mobility and relieve 
congestion in the corridor. The non-toll highway lanes adjacent to the HOV/Transit toll lanes 
will remain congested through 2035 without new added capacity. The all-toll lane option (no 
free highway lanes) will not meet the purpose and need of the project since it will displace 
traffic avoiding the toll onto frontage roads and neighborhood streets creating permanent 
congestion in the corridor.  
Toll Lanes Impede Emergency Services from Reaching Victims, Crashes, and Hospitals  
The HOV-Transit toll lanes (‘managed lane’ option) in the center of the non-toll freeway lanes 
(up to Stone Oak Pkwy, all lanes tolled north of Stone Oak) inhibit the ability of EMS and 
police to reach victims and quickly usher them to hospitals when they have to cross 2 lanes 
of congested freeway lanes and try to access limited access/barriered center toll/HOV lanes. 
Such an arrangement puts lives at risk when every second counts.  Toll Contracts Limit 
Expansion of Free Routes.  Many toll contracts contain non-compete clauses that penalize or 
prohibit the expansion of free routes surrounding the toll road to guarantee congestion on 
free roads and force more Texans to pay tolls. Since many toll contracts are not revealed to 
the public, what assurance does the public have that such clauses WILL NOT be a part of a 
contract if a toll road is built? Will such positions be stated in writing?  Tolls Will be Charged 
in Perpetuity.  he Alamo Regional Mobility Authority (RMA), or toll authority, has stated on the 
record since 2009 that it plans to charge tolls on 281 in perpetuity.
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408 cont' 7/3/2013 14:27 Jimmy Lamberth So this will be a PERMANENT NEW TAX on driving. Furthermore, if in fact tolls are to pay for 
the construction of the road, why then must it be tolled in perpetuity? In many successful toll 
roads, tolls were eliminated when the debt was retired. Where are the studies that show each 
toll road being considered will be viable on its own merits? Or, are tolls for one road being 
used to subsidize other roads (i.e., is the viability of tolling 1604 and perhaps I-35 dependent 
on tolling Hwy 281)?  The Numbers Don’t Add Up.  A 10-mile stretch of Loop 1604 West is 
being expanded from 2 to 4 main lanes with 5 overpasses, all non-toll right now, for $200 
million (or $20 million a mile). Yet on 281, the claim is that it cannot be expanded without tolls 
and that the cost for just a 7-mile project is $448 million (or over $60 million a mile). 
Furthermore, the number of overpasses for the current 281 proposal are NOT necessary and 
can be reduced to be more consistent with the distance between overpasses on 281 South of 
1604. Every access street to 281 doesn’t need to have an overpass. Reducing the number of 
overpasses will further reduce the cost of improving 281. There's $168 million in non-toll 
funds allocated right now to 281. 281 can be fixed with available funds and do it non-toll. 
Therefore, just do it! The 'HOV Rides Free' Argument.  In order to get that free ride in an HOV 
lane, you have to be a 'registered' carpool vehicle with an active Toll Tag account (which 
costs you money to keep open) and it usually requires at least 3 (not 2) people to be in your 
car. So just hopping into the HOV/toll lane to take relatives to the airport or to go to lunch with 
colleagues won't count as a qualified HOV 'free ride.' Moms in minivans shuttling kids to 
soccer practice also won't qualify either unless they register in advance and meet the 
qualifications as a 'registered, declared' carpool vehicle with the government.  Plus, the 
HOV/transit toll lanes on 281 convert an existing FREE lane each direction into this toll lane, 
so it's a DOUBLE TAX to charge tolls to access a lane we use today toll-free!  Conclusion.  
Every time the surface is scratched on proposals for tolling, a new wrinkle is found that either 
encroaches on the freedom of citizens or hidden cost increases are revealed that are to be 
passed on to us.  What happened to open government? Why are things being hidden from 
us? The EIS has not gone far enough in its evaluation and MUST address the issues 
identified in these comments.  Furthermore, the majority of citizens are not in favor of tolling 
281 and maintain that the most economical and beneficial approach is the complete Non-Toll 
Expressway Option.  And finally, if a majority of the citizens object to a toll or managed lane 
option for 281 improvements, will they be ignored, against their will, in favor of the special 
interest minority?

408 cont' 7/3/2013 14:27 Jimmy Lamberth Will the toll option be imposed by a minority which are not elected and will in effect be against 
the will of the majority? Is this taxation without representation? I have seen this happen many 
times as I have attended these meetings, testified and been ignored since the year 2005.

409 6/28/2013 18:44 Valerie Laubach I drive both 281 and 1604 every single day, sometimes more than once. I cannot afford to 
pay for something I have already paid for. NO, NO, NO!!! Do not put tolls on my highways.
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410 6/21/2013 20:02 Tim Leihsing My wife and I both drive to SA ever day to work and building a toll road would hurt us dearly. 
Why not build bridges like they where going to 5 years ago. Toll roads will make our homes 
worth a lot less. Just build bridges,

411 6/25/2013 9:38 Melissa Leugers I live in Big Springs. DO NOT build the elevated interstate near Big Springs. We bought our 
house 4 years ago.  If the road is elevated, our house value will fall to ZERO. No one will 
want to buy in Big Springs and no one will be able to sell. We love our neighborhood. Please 
DO NOT do this to us. It should not be about the water or the bugs it should be about the 
people who live close to this and how it will devastate our houses.  I beg you!

412 6/17/2013 8:03 Thomas Leugers It is obvious that the decision makers do not live out there nor do they have any concern of 
what 'the people' who do live there have to say. The EIS alludes to the fact that people are 
looking for a walking path along 281. Who are these people? I live there and the only people 
walking are those whose car has broken down or, in very rare cases, a homeless person. 
The bare spot is due to the contour of the ground, heat, no water, and traffic. How who you 
put in a walking path if you add lanes at ground level or an elevated expressway? Elevated 
expressways will degrade the home value of those living in Big Springs along 281. Is this a 
case of 'oh well' for those home owners? If you want to ease the traffic on 281 you might want 
to think about increasing the roadways that feed into and off of 281. The EIS stated there is 
an increase of accidents. An increase of police who resolve this. Everyone knows the cops 
do not run radar or patrol very heavily out on 281 north of Redland Rd. The tolls will drive 
people off of 281 to Bulverde or Stone Oak Pkwy decrease the ROI of the project. this has 
not been thought out with the voice of the home owners being considered.

413 6/29/2013 11:48 Shayla Loker-James I want the non-toll option of 281...we don't need to be double taxed.
414 6/18/2013 14:21 Deborah Maldonado Keep the expressway on the ground. Keep the area beautiful. Don't mess up our side of town.

415 6/28/2013 14:08 John Massey I am opposed to toll roads (proposed or existing) anywhere in Texas. Toll roads represent 
extreme governmental control that benefits a small minority at the expense of the vast 
majority. Toll roads are the purest example of double-taxation without representation.

416 6/28/2013 13:44 Karen Massey What part of "WE DON'T WANT TOLL ROADS IN SAN ANTONIO" do the local good old 
boys not understand.  Every time the word toll road comes up we, (being the people of San 
Antonio) vote it down. NO means NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO NO 
NO NO  When will they get it though their think heads.  NO is the word

417 7/1/2013 20:48 Vince May The proposed US 281 project looks like a financial disaster waiting to happen. It is similar to 
the US 290E toll project in Austin which will never pay off its debt with toll revenue. It would 
be much wiser to only build the first couple miles now and then wait until tax money is 
available to build the remainder. We can't afford to take on California style debt.

418 6/28/2013 18:13 David McClellan I want to express my support for completing the NON-TOLL expressway!
419 6/28/2013 18:50 Matthew McDevitt I am completely against the creation of a toll road on 281!  It is unnecessary.
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420 6/27/2013 17:34 Mynda McGuire I favor the elevated alternative. I still do not approve the tolling of an existing National 
highway that was paid for as far back as the 1930s. TXDOT has not done very many 
improvements since then.  I do not want the widening alternative, which would probably put 
my home just a few feet from the traffic. Since my home is in the less than one half mile from 
the road now...I might lose it entirely...and if not the air and noise pollution would be terrible.

421 6/18/2013 7:53 M McIlvoy We strongly request that the Hwy 281 corridor remain on the ground. The noise from an 
expressway off the ground will greatly increase the noise levels. While I realize we need a 
traffic solution, this is NOT it. The city needs to think of the needs of the residents since it 
was the city who failed to PLAN for the future as the north side of town grew. There needs to 
be a balance now between the city and the property owners.

422 6/25/2013 12:03 Michelle McIlvoy To Whom It May Concern:  As a homeowner in Big Springs who is very aware of the need for 
help in alleviating the endless traffic problems on Hwy 281, please be aware of the significant 
negative impact on homeowners that will stem from the current proposal to raise the highway. 
I am supportive of protecting the aquifer and wildlife, but I find the current trend of being 
MORE concerned about the wildlife than we are about PEOPLE disturbing. The city--who 
allowed the non-stop expansion of the far north side surrounding Hwy 281--should have been 
addressing the effects of traffic and building years ago, well before it reached its current 
conditions. For various reasons over the years the proposed solutions and the monies 
connected with them have changed; residents have been left in limbo. When Big Springs was 
built many of the traffic issues were non-existent. The city should have had some sort of plan 
to handle the obvious growth. The plan now must include a solution that is satisfactory to the 
residents of Big Springs while still addressing the needs of Hwy 281 and its traffic. We should 
not have to suffer the obvious noise and pollution consequences because the city was remiss 
over the years in making a plan. We are now at the crossroads -- and the PEOPLE of Big 
Springs and surrounding areas near Hwy 281 should be protected from increasing noise, 
traffic, and pollution in a manner that satisfies the people of Big Springs first while still being 
mindful of our environment.  Respectfully,  A Big Springs Resident/Homeowner  Michelle M.
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423 6/30/2013 14:29 Bill Mc Lennan We attended the public hearing in San Antonio for the US281 toll road, TxDot, RMA issue at 
the Shriner's Temple on Loop 1604; we have attended a half-dozen or more on this issue 
over the past decade or so. We've even voted against this thing, only to be itnored. It's 
ridiculous that the tax payers' voice means nothing. At the public hearing we did not hear 
anyone for a toll road. Does anyone hear?  We want to confirm and go on record again that 
we are "against" toll roads - period! We would like proof in the way of receipted email that you 
have our protest on file.  Our suggestion and vote is for one of the non-toll options. We prefer 
either of the options or even a modification of the two if some expense can be spared, but not 
wasted or slighted toward increased traffic of the future.  
A citizen should never be charged for the freedom to drive upon public roads and toll roads 
should not be built with public funds, upon public land or upon land that is condemned by the 
government and forcefully taken for the purpose of building toll roads. The government must 
stay out of the toll road business. I don't care if a private company wants to build roads and 
toll them, just don't use tax or government funds in these private affairs.  
Thank you for your hearing. We met and have. now joined Ms. Terri Hall in her sensible fight 
against governmental tyranny, waste and misappropriation of tax dollars and government 
funds.  I do not belong to any of the categories below and therefore find the check boxes n/a.

424 6/25/2013 9:42 Viki Melton NO TOLLS  NO ELEVATION  HIGHER AND WIDER SOUND REDUCING WALL!
425 6/16/2013 14:13 MAJ and Mrs. 

James G.
Mikesell We are strongly opposed to an elevated 281 extention from 1604 northward. We are in favor 

of a street level improvement, but not the elevated plan.Please count this as two votes as my 
wife is in complete agreement with the street level plan also.

426 6/28/2013 14:58 Barbara Miller No tolls on U.S. 281. That highway belongs to the people, not to the state.
427 6/25/2013 21:53 Janet Moeller I live in Big Springs (Cactus Bluff) and while I believe we can't stop road improvements which 

are long overdue,I do feel that an above ground level road would be detrimental to my 
neighborhood. I believe a ground level road with adequate (higher and wider) sound reducing 
walls would meet our needs.  With an above ground road, the sound will carry for miles in all 
directions and the "peaceful possession and quiet enjoyment" of your property will be greatly 
diminished!  Please note that I am greatly in favor of a ground level expansion.  Janet Moeller
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428 7/3/2013 16:55 Jerry Morrisey The following comments reflect the position of the Alamo Group of the Sierra Club.  
The Alamo Group of the Sierra Club supports the No Build Alternative because we are taking 
a long term view. The other alternatives support development of highway infrastructure and 
associated infrastructure for water supplies, sewage treatment, power transmission and 
oversized homes that we don’t believe will be sustainable. These alternatives are attempting 
to address traffic problems created by past and current unrealistic assumptions that society 
has the resources to support diffuse rural development with high infrastructure costs on the 
front end and high maintenance costs on the back end. The best evidence is the current 
resistance to raise taxes to support the overdue maintenance of the present road system and 
to pay tolls to support the construction of the proposed alternatives. The inevitable increasing 
costs for fuel and other natural resources will demand that vehicle and infrastructure costs 
become a greater portion of individual incomes that have already flatlined.  The building of 
either of the alternatives will support and encourage diffuse development which will contribute 
to long term and lasting environmental damage. The extra miles driven by those living in 
remote areas of Bexar and Comal County will create additional carbon dioxide that 
contributes to climate changes. The additional development in rural areas will reduce habitat 
for native species and introduce many exotic species to compete with native species in the 
remaining undeveloped portion of ecosystem. Some of these exotic species would likely be 
introduced by the construction of the alternatives. The combination of climate change and 
reduction in native Hill Country habitat will lead to the loss of endemic flora and fauna species 
of the Hill Country.  We do not believe that in the short term that the no build alternative will 
prevent the continued unsustainable development that is occurring in the areas feeding 
Highway 281. But we believe that as congestion becomes worse and current wasteful 
transportation choices become less financially tenable, the users of Highway 281 will adopt 
more efficient transportation options such as carpooling, van pooling, use of new mass transit 
options that make sense, use of scooters and bicycles, exercising options to work from 
home, etc.  In summary, our position is that governmental entities should not be spending 
funds to facilitate unsustainable development which contribute to global climate change, and 
the destruction of natural habitat of the Hill Country. Governmental funds should be spent to 
develop more efficient transportation options for denser centralized populations. If 
unsustainable development is not supported, the citizens of the San Antonio metro area will 
adjust their transportation choices to more efficient options.  
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429 6/27/2013 13:00 Lucinda Muprhy You do not make it easy for us to respond. People get discouraged and just give up. I have 
tried to send comments and have had the same problem.  Her is my message NO TOLLS. 
THEY WILL ONLY ADD TO OUR PROBLEMS AND CREATE A BOTTLENECK BECAUSE 
OF YOUR CONFIGURATION. iS THAT YET ANOTHER PLOY TO FORCE US TO USE THE 
TOLL? AS FOR THE EIS, WHO NEEDS GARDENS AND ALL OF THE OTHER COSTLY 
STUFF. WE NOW HAVE BEAUTIFUL WILD FLOWERS ON 281 AND WE USED TO HAVE 
MORE UNTIL YOU CAME AROUND. WE USED TO HAVE MONEY FOR OVERPASSES 
WHICH WHOULD HAVE ELIMINATED THE TRAFFIC PROBLEMS WE HAVE NOW BUT 
YOU USED FOR OTHER PROJECTS. WE DO NOT NEED SEVEN OVERPASSES. YOU 
KNOW YOU ARE NOT DOING RIGHT BY THIS. NO TOLL, NO, NO,NO, NO, NO, NO, NO. 
CAN YU HEAR US?  Lucinda Murphy
18 Encinoso  SA, Tx 78261

430 7/1/2013 9:00 Richard Muzny Making 281 & 1604 have toll lanes is unfair to the people who live and drive these roads 
daily. I can not afford to be paying tolls and would like the freedom to travel on non-toll lanes 
which are not overly congested like people traveling on other freeways (i.e. I10) in an out of 
San Antonio. Please do not squander public monies and use them for what they were 
intended for and do not unfairly tax drivers in the 281 and 1604 area's. Richard Muzny

431 6/6/2013 13:49 Ron Noble It seems to me from having lived in the Encino Park area for 13 years the something has to 
be done to lessen traffic congestion.  The super street seemed to help for maybe 6 months 
and now the traffic is just as bad.  From looking at the two expressway plans and the cost 
that the non-elevated way is cheaper. So, I would go with that option. I know many people are 
against toll roads. Why the legislature cannot raise the gas tax or add an extra fee for people 
that have large vehicles is beyond me.  I would hope that somehow there can be a way to 
include the use of rail service in the future that would be cheap and easy to implement.

432 6/29/2013 5:00 Richard Ortiz No tolls on the 281 expansion.
433 7/2/2013 12:35 Gerald Osborn I see tolling IH281 north as one of the biggest abuses of power and manipulations of public 

trust perpetrated on the public. I have been living here for almost 30 years and expect the 
transportation board to do the right thing and abandon this toll idea and expand 281 as it 
should have years ago. Why would anyone want to pay for something twice and and then pay 
for other projects (roads) into the future just because of where they live and commute here? 
This is not only not fair but unjust as well ...criminal!!!

434 6/26/2013 11:27 Joseph Osborn NO TOLL EXPRESSWAYS
435 6/20/2013 13:04 Janet Ott I live in the Villas in the Mountain Lodge Subdivision. My street is the closest one to 281. I am 

concerned about how this will effect me. Right now the noise from 281 is tremendous. Adding 
more lanes would intensify this. I come from another state and when they widen roads as you 
are suggesting coming this close to a residential area they have provided a noise barrio wall. 
Is there anything in the plans to do this to decrease the noise level on homeowners in this 
area? Will widen the road effect the entrance to Mountain Lodge and how? Your response 
would be appreciated.



Draft EIS Web Comments
04/26/2013 - 07/03/2013

30 of 49

REFERENCE # DATE/TIME REC'VD FIRST NAME LAST NAME COMMENT

436 7/3/2013 11:00 Kristen Palme I am a resident in Big Springs near 281 and Evans Road, and I have several concerns with 
the draft EIS.  My first concern is regarding the elevated expressway option. This option 
would make my neighborhood appear very industrial. The industrial appearance and 
increased noise would significantly decrease my property value, and if this option is selected 
then I would expect to receive compensation for the decrease in my property value.  Another 
concern I have is regarding the increase in noise anticipated for both the elevated 
expressway and expressway at grade options. I read that a 12 ft tall noise wall barricade is 
being considered as an extension to the existing wall at the property boundary of the houses 
in Big Springs that back up to 281. A better option would be to construct a noise wall along 
the side of the overpass near Big Springs like what was done on the new Wurzbach 
expressway overpass at Blanco Road. This option would decrease the noise in the 
community more so that extending the height of the existing wall at the properties in Big 
Springs.  Finally, I would prefer to have a managed toll option as opposed to a toll on the 
entire road. Of course I would prefer no toll at all, but if a toll is necessary then the managed 
toll option seems best since it allows drivers to select whether they want to drive faster at a 
cost or drive slower to avoid a toll.  

437 6/25/2013 14:41 David Pena 5 Questions begging for answers:  1)   Why pay for a service that the Government should be 
FREELY providing to the Citizens? We do pay taxes.  2)   Why should the people that live 
north of 1604 should help pay for the development of roads in San Antonio?  3)   Why 
monopolies?  4)   Who would decide how much we are going to pay to use public roads? 
And,  5)   If Money is needed so badly? Why not an increase in gasoline taxes?, so 
everybody in San Antonio would be pushing the wagon  We don't want toll roads.

438 6/16/2013 23:36 Sherrill Perez I LIKE OPTION ONE BECAUSE IT COST LESS AND WILL NOT BE AS NOISY FOR THE 
BIG SPRINGS NEIGHBORHOOD. WITH LESS MONEY USED HOPEFULLY WE CAN KEEP 
THE TOLLWAY OPTION OUT OF THE EQUATION AND JUST DO THE OVERPASSES.

439 6/17/2013 20:42 John Phillips As pertains to the proposed 281 expansion I strongly support an on the ground road 
expansion. I can only imagine the added noise levels from an elevated freeway system as the 
existing noise levels are unacceptable .Please support the on the ground and less expensive 
proposal.  Regards  John Phillips MD

440 6/30/2013 7:29 Mark Pistorio I want the ‘preferred alternative’ (or option) to be: the ‘COMPLETE NON-TOLL 
EXPRESSWAY OPTION.The current toll plan adds no new lanes south of Stone Oak Pkwy, 
therefore it does NOT meet the purpose and need of the project, which is to improve mobility 
and relieve congestion in the corridor.

441 6/24/2013 18:21 Beth Plummer We have lived off of 281 since 1987.  The Superstreet was always designed to be a 5-7 year 
fix at best. We must have additional lanes. The sooner the better and the least disruptive the 
better, even if it is the more expensive alternative.

442 7/2/2013 8:57 Patricia Prescott Please do not toll 281. We (all 8) live in Comal County but own a business in San Antonio, 
shop in San Antonio. It is way too much more taxes to pay. We are taxed out and to toll 281 
we will be forced to take other routes. No Tolls
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443 7/1/2013 11:28 Deborah Prevost I believe the use of the existing road and expanding the lanes given the business setbacks 
already established, with overpasses at intersections would allow for less disruption of traffic 
during construction. It is my understanding this option is less expensive and would help 
neighborhoods in the area maintain home values which would be negatively impacted if a 
rised highway was built.

444 7/2/2013 20:49 Doug Price I support extending highway 281 north from loop 1604 and making it a controlled access 
highway. The environmental impact would be improved by having better traffic flow and 
reducing the time commuters are on the road.  I do NOT support making this a toll road.

445 6/25/2013 10:17 Rebecca Prince I would like to speak out against and CLEARLY PROTEST the implementation of the 281 
tollway. This project would cause detriment to the citizens of south Texas and the visitors to 
this area by bringing more financial stress in an already unstable economic climate. 
Hundreds of businesses and thousands of residents would be affected. The proposed area 
for the project is an extremely diverse area for both business and residential traffic. The fees 
incurred by trucks and other delivery services would be passed on to the businesses 
receiving the goods they deliver. The businesses pass those incurred fees on to the 
consumer. The consumers and employees of the businesses are hit doubly hard as they pay 
their own fees and then absorb the fees passed on to them by the business they frequent or 
work for. Truly, I feel that such fees would fall on citizens like a double tax. The fees we pay 
in registration and inspection each year are supposed to pay for our roadways, as well as 
revenue generated by traffic tickets. There is no justifiable reason to pay for our roadways 
twice. DO NOT put a lock on the gateway to the hill country for thousands of people. How 
much revenue through tourism will be lost when visitors begin to reroute their journeys in 
order to avoid the toll road?? How many elderly and fixed income individuals will be hindered 
from access to their doctors and healthcare facilities because of the new fees?? How many 
working people will have to work even harder and spend more time away from their families 
in order to make up the difference out of their income?? I ask you, please, do not bring this 
harm onto our community. Immediately cease and desist on this project!!!!

446 6/2/2013 22:00 Krista Probst US 281 needs to have all stoplights removed from 1604 to Borgfield Rd. Exit ramps need to 
be placed at main streets with an access rd running along 281 N and 281 S. Underpasses or 
overpasses should be built to accommodate traffic turning east or west onto streets that run 
perpendicular to 281.

447 6/17/2013 15:51 Armando Quinones I am a resident of The Village on The Glenn in the Big Springs subdivision. I am opposed to 
the building of an elevated roadway right next to our subdivision. This would greatly increase 
noise pollution in our neighborhood and would likely negatively impact our property values. 
Besides that it would increase the cost of building unnecesarily high.
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448 7/1/2013 9:38 Mario Ramirez I am a resident of Cactus Bluff subdivision and my strong opinion is that we keep all Hwy. US 
281 construction improvements at ground level with bridges at Encino Rio, Evans and Stone 
Oak intersections. In addition, all the appropriate sound barriers need to be constructed to 
minimize road noise pollution to all residents up and down the Hwy 281 construction corridor. 
I am strongly opposed to double decking (except for the appropriate bridges over the main 
intersections)and I am strongly opposed to any underground construction. Thank You. Mario 
Ramirez

449 6/21/2013 19:10 Peter Ramirez I prefer the non elevated option for expanding 281 north of 1604. Prefer non tolled, but toll 
part of it if necesaary to get it built NOW! Hopefully 1604 will be started soon after it's 
environmental study is done. We are 20 years plus behind schedule. Doing nothing on either 
is NOT an option. Do not listen to the lunatics that live in a fantasy world saying do nothing. I 
hope IH 10 gets expanded to at least Fair Oaks in my lifetime. My commute home from Stone 
Oak gets worse by the month.

450 6/17/2013 16:44 John Ras Thank you for the opportunity to express my opinion on this important  issue.  I believe that 
resolving the serious traffic issues of 281 north is of very high importance. The way in which it 
is resolved is equally important and I would like to express my strong support for the 'Express 
Way" alternative with overpasses at the major crossings.  The 'Elevated Express Way" 
should not be an option in view of the environmental impact it would have and the noise 
pollution it would generate by nature of its height - resulting in dropping property values.  The 
Big Springs community already has to deal with the noise, dust and explosions of the 
adjacent quarry and we respectfully request that you PLEASE do not add to an already 
unsatisfactory situation.  Thanks and regards  John Ras

451 6/24/2013 16:30 James Reed I support the much needed additional lanes, including managed lanes, on US 281 North.
452 6/25/2013 10:01 Kristin Reese DO NOT RAISE THE HIGHWAY!
453 6/29/2013 13:10 Arthur Reine if you are on a government payroll or if you are for compensation for hire like an attorney, you 

are under the authority of we the people. this toll system is theft of everyone who has paid 
any taxes or bought anything in texas.you are charging me to ride on my road that I already 
paid for.this country is rich, the money has been stolen by our politicians that we 
employ.tryanny,treason,perjury of oath.

454 6/30/2013 14:51 TK Richards Complete NON-TOLL EXPRESSWAY Option.
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455 6/30/2013 21:36 Eugene Richardson Dear Alamo RMA:  As a Stone Oak area resident, 32-year USAF Veteran and taxpayer, my 
concerns with the Draft EIS are as follows:  • The current Toll Plan will create a permanent 
MAJOR BOTTLENECK at Stone Oak Pkwy.  Toll hybrid plan (called managed lane option, 
with 2 toll lanes in the middle, 4 non-toll highway lanes alongside) will create a Texas-sized  
BOTTLENECK at Stone Oak when the non-toll highway lanes stop and will have to exit! All 6 
highway lanes north of Stone Oak will be TOLLED. So  non-toll traffic will be forced to exit 
onto the frontage roads which will back-up both the freeway and the frontage roads.  • The 
current Toll Plan does NOT add ANY new highway lanes from Loop 1604 to Stone Oak Pkwy.  
 The current toll plan adds no new lanes south of Stone Oak Pkwy, therefore it does NOT 
meet the purpose and need of the project, which is to  
improve mobility and relieve congestion in the corridor. The non-toll highway lanes adjacent 
to the HOV/Transit toll lanes will remain congested  through 2035 without new added 
capacity. The all-toll lane option (no free highway lanes) will not meet the purpose and need 
of the project since it will displace traffic avoiding the toll onto frontage roads and 
neighborhood streets creating permanent congestion in the corridor.  • Many unnecessary 
elements are driving up the cost.  First, there are 9 overpasses planned in just 7 miles. That’s 
OVERKILL and could actually make the corridor less safe (could end up making it like a 
rollercoaster to go up and over that many intersections with so many overpasses so close 
together). Each one costs about $10 million, so eliminating some of the overpasses would 
shave cost and help make a non-toll option more affordable. Second, a direct connect ramp 
for a Via Park-N-Ride facility is planned at Stone Oak for an express bus to take residents 
downtown without any justification or actual data to show how many residents would utilize 
such an express bus on a daily basis or why taxpayers should foot the bill for a special ramp 
for it (estimated at $58 million). Third, the project includes bike and pedestrian pathways 
throughout the entire 7 mile corridor adding unnecessary cost. Bikes &
pedestrians can safely travel along the planned frontage roads. Fourth, the project also 
includes ‘context sensitive solutions’ like artistic elements , accent lighting, rain gardens, etc. 
All of these extra costs need to be eliminated.  • Cash toll payers will be charged 33-50% 
more.  Since the tolling will be all electronic, you have to have a government issued TollTag 
and pay to keep an account open in order to pay the lowest  toll rate (toll rate range: 17-50 
cents a mile). Those who get billed by mail will pay 33-50% higher toll rates. There is no way 
to bill out of state or  international drivers, so San Antonio taxpayers will foot the bill for these 
visitors to get a free ride!  • No meaningful study of economic impacts to residents, 
businesses, employees in the corridor as required by federal law (NEPA). 
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455 cont' 6/30/2013 21:36 Eugene Richardson The Draft EIS acknowledges (Vol I, Chap. 3 p. 215) traffic trying to avoid paying tolls will be 
displaced onto neighborhood streets. This effects safety, schools, property values, quality of 
life, and access to gainful employment. The tolled options DO NOT meet the purpose and 
need of the project when it will merely displace congestion into neighborhoods, rather than 
relieve it. Since much of the development in the corridor is retail, schools, hotels, and 
hospitals, many of these industries employ low to mid-wage earners. How will businesses 
retain employees if their salaries can’t possibly pay for tolls to get access to their jobs? 
Driving congested, stop-light ridden frontage roads is NOT an efficient nor effective 
alternative to freeway lanes. The Draft EIS only looked at low income & social justice 
populations & claims no adverse impacts to either of these groups. The EIS claims if 
someone can’t afford tolls, they can use the frontage roads. Making those who can’t afford 
tolls second class citizens relegated to congested free routes is not only patently unfair 
(especially since they’re paying gas tax for state highways), it’s discriminatory and inefficient. 
• Toll lanes impede emergency services from reaching victims, crashes, hospitals. The HOV-
Transit toll lanes (‘managed lane’ option) in the center of the non-toll freeway lanes (up to 
Stone Oak Pkwy, all lanes tolled north of Stone Oak) inhibit the ability of EMS and police to 
reach victims and quickly usher them to hospitals when they have to cross 2 lanes of 
congested freeway lanes and try to access limited access/barriered center toll/HOV lanes. 
Such an arrangement puts lives at risk when every second counts. Bexar and Comal county 
residents do not want tolls on roads built on right-of-way land already purchased by our tax 
money. We want a non-toll expressway, not a toll road like those in Houston, Austin and 
Dallas!  I respectfully request an acknowledgement of my email message. Thank you.  
Sincerely, Eugene S Richardson 
22723 Sabine SMT San Antonio TX 78258
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456 6/30/2013 15:01 Larry Richter The 281 Toll Project is basically a "money grab" by the local "good old boys" taking 
advantage of the new state law allowing awarding of highway projects without competitive 
bidding! Thus, as to Hwy 281 expansion, a $100 Million Dollar Project (original Hwy 281 cost) 
becomes a $$500-600 Million Dollar Toll Road Project! We can't afford to squander public 
monies.  A 10-mile stretch of Loop 1604 West is being expanded from 2 to 4 main lanes with 
5 overpasses all non-toll right now for $200 million (or $20 million a mile). Yet on 281, they 
claim it cannot be expanded without tolls and that the cost for just a 7-mile project is $448 
million (or over $60 million a mile). There's $168 million in non-toll funds allocated right now 
to 281 (which is $24 million/mile). So we can fix 281 with available funds and do it non-toll. 
Insist they do!  This is political corruption at its worst in Texas!
NO TOLLS!!!!!

457 6/21/2013 8:57 Chris Roberts To me the solution seems simple, build 3 overpasses at Encino Rio, Evans, and Stone Oak 
Pkwy. Obviously I don't know all the variables that go into a project like this or how much it 
will cost, but I feel that is the easiest way to alleviate the horrendous traffic on north bound 
281 past 1604.

458 5/26/2013 17:16 James Romano Toll roads are necessary for long distances such as 130, but for a short stretch such as 281, 
it is an impediment to travel. 281 should not be a toll road as it is being built up for 
commercial shopping districts and toll roads would be detrimental for business.  The Elevated 
lines would also be detrimental for business. The Expressway Alternative is the best choice.

459 6/24/2013 20:17 Terry Rose Dear People,  I am sorry I missed your presentation; I had company visiting. I live in Stone 
Oak and 281 is very important to me. I would gladly pay a toll to get past some of the traffic. I 
like the plan that shows ground level free lanes North and South. Then I like the North 
Elevated lanes on the right as well as the South Elevated lanes on the right off the South 
ground level street. Do we have enough land available already to do this?  Thank you! Terry 
Rose (210)497-1401

460 6/30/2013 20:09 andrew rumelt I only support a complete non-toll expressway for 281. I oppose tolls and I oppose giving 
control of toll roads to public private partnerships (PPP's, P3's). SH-130 in Austin was 
implemented with non-compete clauses. Existing alternative routes were intentionally 
sabotaged to artificially increase toll revenue. The speed limits on the alternative route was 
reduced from 65 to 55MPH and then later, the speed limit was raised back to 65 when citizen 
outcry occurred against the artificially reduced speed limit. Texans deserve better. Stop 
tolling our existing roads. Stop interfering with our ability and right to drive to work.

461 6/14/2013 15:45 Michael Samulin NO PPP  NO CDA  NO Managed Lanes  NO Toll Roads  Just build the overpasses as 
originally planned and paid for by the highway taxes, and build them NOW!

462 6/17/2013 9:53 Janey Sandoval I live in the Village at Cactus Bluff. I prefer the ground-level expressway option for two 
reasons...significantly less cost and less traffic noise for residents of the 3 Big Springs 
neighborhoods. Understand construction may cause delays, but it's the right thing to do in my 
opinion. Also agree strongly with having free exits up to Evans Road since we are within city 
limits and Stone Oak community.

463 6/29/2013 11:43 Matthew Sasse I DONT WANT TOLL ROADS
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464 6/28/2013 18:11 Scott and 
Donna

Sasse Please let this serve as our extreme opposition to the tolling projects planned on Hwy. 281 
and Loop 1604, and in fact ANY of the highways in and around the entire City of San Antonio 
and surrounding area. We canNOT afford to pay these tolls, and this will have severe and 
negative impact on the ability to support our family and the ability to continue to live and work 
in San Antonio.  We canNOT afford to pay tolls. We do NOT want tolls. We do NOT agree to 
support ANY such toll projects. Please note your records accordingly.

465 6/13/2013 13:34 Lori Schnedler Once again, TXDOT is taxing residents in the affected areas through toll roads, rather than 
using funds already collected through fuel taxes to come up with a viable solution. Why isn't 
clean, safe, public transportation available to us in this area of the county? There is nothing 
mentioned about the proposed Park and Ride at 281 and Stone Oak. This is something we 
can do NOW that can alleviate some of the traffic at a minimal cost. Please work together to 
find a solution that won't unfairly tax those of us who live in this area and work as hard to 
provide for our families as those citizens in other parts of San Antonio do. Thank you.

466 7/1/2013 14:17 Rick Sheldon As a property owner in north central San Antonio, I have the following comments to the draft 
EIS for 281 north:  1. I feel elevated highways are very expensive to develop and maintain 
and are a detriment to economic development in the area. The elevated alternative will be an 
eyesore to residents in northern Bexar County. I recommend and fully support construction of 
the Expressway Alternative.  2. An exit for Trinity Oaks Subdivision can relieve traffic on the 
Bulverde Road interchange. Since almost every interchange in San Antonio is over capacity 
in the peak periods, anthing that can be done to relieve traffic on a major interchange such as 
Bulverde Road will be an improvement for the future. Please construct an exit ramp that 
services the Trinity Oaks Subdivision.  
3. The northeast corner of Trinity Oaks and the northbound frontage road is being considered 
for a possible school site. The exit for Trinity Oaks is a safety issue for buses and school 
traffic. Please account for this in your design.  4. The US 281 Expansion Project is long 
overdue. Please do whatever is possible to expedite construction of this facility.  Thank you 
for your consideration.  Rick Sheldon

467 6/25/2013 17:32 Howard Shipman I am a retired veteran who travels many miles on US Hwy 281 from my home into San 
Antonio for specialty doctor appointments and to fill prescriptions at SAMC and the VA 
Hospital for x-rays. I am against toll roads on US Hwy 281 as well as any other Texas 
highway. My gasoline taxes have already paid for Texas highways. I don't believe in double 
taxation for any reason. If you put a toll road on US Hwy 281 I will travel Texas Hwy 46 to FM 
3009 to Hwy 35 to get into San Antonio without paying toll fees. I won't pay toll fees!

468 6/25/2013 17:39 Peggy Shipman DO NOT TOLL US HWY 281. It is highway robbery to double tax people for roads that have 
already been paid for with gasoline taxes. I travel into San Antonio to attend family functions, 
for doctor appointments, for recreation, and for shopping. If Hwy 281 is tolled, I will commute 
into San Antonio by going Texas Hwy 46 to FM 3009 to Hwy 35 to avoid paying a toll. I will 
not pay a toll.



Draft EIS Web Comments
04/26/2013 - 07/03/2013

37 of 49

REFERENCE # DATE/TIME REC'VD FIRST NAME LAST NAME COMMENT

469 6/19/2013 12:46 Thursten Simonsen I am unable to attend the public hearing, but would like to express my support for the non-
elevated option. I am concerned about freeway noise, and know it would be much more 
significant with elevated expressway lanes.

470 6/25/2013 14:45 Frank Slade To Alamo RMA,  Please take this e-mail as my opinion and vote that any plan for tolling U.S. 
Highway 281 be stopped and no other action be taken.  At up to $0.50 per mile, a trip to 
downtown San Antonio will be in the range of $15 each way. It will effectively create incentive 
for all residents of NW Comal Count, Blanco County and even Northern Bexar county from 
coming into the city for cultural entertainment, medical attention, family visits, retail shopping, 
and every other reason from which San Antonio benefits through sales tax dollars. We will 
need to drop our tickets to the symphony and forgo plays, etc.
Perfect far less expensive solutions exist to solve these transportation issues that do not 
funnel taxpayer assets into the hands of private business with blank checks to raise toll rates 
or garner agreements to restrict parallel street creation or improvements on the backs of the 
populace. This is not and never was intended to be a system to politicians to show favor to 
specific non-public interests in exchange for political support.

471 7/2/2013 23:04 Viki Taylor Yesterday, I sent a lengthy e-mail giving some of the reasons that 281 should be fixed with 
the Complete Non-toll expressway option. I’m really concerned about them tolling 281 
because we live off of 1604/281, and the majority of the places we go to are off of 1604/281. 
Last night my daughter who is in her 20’s and I were talking about how awful it will be if they 
tolled 281. My daughter summed up the environmental impact of tolling the roads in one 
sentence when she said, “It will make it a lot harder to go anywhere.” It is interesting because 
they are planning to make it harder for us to get places and at an incredible price of $448 
million dollars.  We live off of 281 and 1604 so the majority of places we go to are off of 
281/1604. Here are some examples. The HEB that we buy our food is off of 281/1604. The 
Wal-Mart we where we buy food and other basic essentials is off of 281/1604. The Home 
Depot where we purchase supplies is off of 281 and Evans. A lot of the restaurants that we 
go to are also off of 281 such as Taco Cabana, Arby’s, Logans, etc. We also shop at the 
Target and other shopping center located at Stone Oak and 281. Tolling 281/1604 affects us 
greatly and other people that live in and near San Antonio. Making 281 a toll road, will affect 
all of the San Antonio residents in a negative way including myself and my family. Tolling this 
area will affect residents and businesses. We will be avoiding these businesses or finding 
alternate routes to these businesses if the roads around them are tolled. These roads need to 
be fixed with complete non-toll expressway so they can be utilized by all people. At a cost of 
$448 million dollars, these roads should be available for everyone to drive on them without 
paying a toll.  281 can be expanded with the available funds. I’ve heard that there is currently 
$170 million in non-toll funds allocated to 281. 281 can be expanded without tolls right now. 
Please encourage them to fix 281 now without tolls. There are farmers and other hard 
working people that need to use 281. Please help us to fix 281completely without toll roads. 
This road can be fixed at a less expensive cost and without toll roads.  Thank you,  Viki 
Taylor  
None of the boxes listed below apply to me.
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472 7/1/2013 19:03 Viki Taylor 1. Please complete 281 with the Complete Non-toll expressway option. They need to 
complete 281 totally with no tolls.  2. I live off of 281/1604. We need the highway completed 
with non toll roads. Toll roads are a debt that will never be paid off. Plus toll roads lead to 
fraud. Foreign companies/countries could end up owning our roads and more Texas land 
through eminent domain. We already have roads there that we’ve already paid for. These 
roads should remain free roads. Newly built roads should be completely non-toll roads also.  
3. There are extra costly unnecessary items in the projected plan that needs to be deleted. 
Examples such as the direct ramp for VIA, Via Park N Ride Facility, bike and pedestrian 
pathways, artistic decorations, rain gardens, HOV lanes, managed lanes, toll lanes, and the 
extreme number of overpasses. How many overpasses do we actually need for that area? 
The cost that company is quoting is extremely high.  *Bike and pedestrians can use frontage 
roads.  4. We all need to be able to drive on any and all of the lanes. We’re not in Dallas. We 
are in San Antonio. Toll roads are not okay. We don't need HOV lanes, managed lanes, or 
toll lanes. (Remember the Alamo. Our forefathers would have never agreed to give or sell our 
roads to foreign companies or private companies.)  5. Please have other companies come up 
with complete Non-toll expressway options or designs. Highway designer can come up with 
and bid come up with and bid on more cost effective ideas that would fit the needs of our 
area. How many ramps do we actually need?
6. This current plan actually creates a bottleneck. If it is tolled, it will cause safety issues and 
traffic congestion in neighboring communities, negatively affect business in that area, and are 
a waste of land. If this area is tolled, it will have a negative impact to residents, businesses, 
and employees. My family and I purchase items from many businesses off of 281 since it is 
so close to where we live. Having this area tolled or bottlenecked will affect business in that 
area. I do not like to drive in areas where you have to pay tolls. Many people in our area also 
hold that belief so businesses and residents will be negatively affected by toll roads. If this 
area is tolled, I will make an effort and avoid areas that are tolled. I enjoy doing business in 
that area but if the roads are going to be tolled I will not continue doing business in that area. 
This area is a convenience to our location making it about a block away. This will be a 
hardship because we are going to have to drive further to get the services we need. Making a 
toll road will inconvenience all of San Antonio residents including myself.  7. I keep wondering 
why "they" keep trying to toll 281 when the people clearly do not want it tolled. Tolling 281 
negatively impacts everyone that lives in that area and does business in that area. Are these 
people benefiting in some way with 281 being tolled?  8. Please help us and vote to fix 281 
completely with a Non-toll expressway option.  I would like an e-mail confirmation that you 
received my e-mail.  
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473 7/3/2013 14:03 John Tedor The current plan permits only one good option for meeting the needs of the people living in 
and around the area of this project: an un-tolled (i.e., freeway) ground level expressway with 
additional through traffic lanes all the way from Loop 1604 to the northern terminus of the 
project. The elevated roadway option provides no real benefit and is exceedingly costly. Any 
toll options are a double taxation on those who must use this road to get to and from their 
homes and businesses. “Managed” toll/HOV lanes will cause severe bottlenecks as most 
traffic tries to exit the main lanes on to the free frontage roads. The un-tolled, ground level 
additional lanes could be built at substantially lower cost if a few of the overpasses were 
consolidated (i.e., perhaps 6 or 7 instead of 9), and the bikeway/walking path could be 
planned for, but added later perhaps with a substantially volunteer workforce of local 
residents. If VIA wants a Park and Ride facility, then VIA should contribute to the cost. If the 
RMA/MPO is not willing to commit to un-tolled, ground level additional lanes, then I would 
prefer the “no build” option to any toll road. Of course this does nothing to improve transit 
conditions in the project area – but the major cause of the current congestion on 281 is 
wherever the roadway narrows from 4 lanes to 3 and then 3 lanes to 2. The simple solution is 
add more lanes, even if just at grade level (no overpasses) with the current stoplights in 
place. We remain adamantly opposed to toll roads, which have been shown to be a huge 
economic liability for taxpayers throughout the nation, and especially here in Texas – viz, 
failing SH 130 in the Austin area.  Thank you, John Tedor  
25242 Callaway  San Antonio, TX 78260  830-980-4649  jtedor@satx.rr.com

474 7/3/2013 11:24 Nate Thomas The way traffic is handled between 1604 going north to Marshall road is increasingly causing 
more problems as the regions population increases. I think it comes down to making a choice 
between air quality, traffic flow, and appeal, being that you can have two of the three. I think 
the appeal is lowest on the scale if we look at what we have to keep and drop. Air quality and 
traffic flow are interconnected and are the most important. What good is pleasing to the eye if 
the air quality is bad which has an impact on health. What good are looks if it takes over two 
to four hours out of your work day to get to and from work?  I think the best is to eliminate the 
system of the current traffic pattern we have now between 1604 and Marshall Road and build 
over pass of traffic from side roads with the ability to turn left off of the over pass from side 
streets to merge with the 281 traffic. I beleive the flow would be smoother with less standing 
traffic.  

475 6/28/2013 14:27 Matt Troy Why is it that you can not learn from your mistakes!! The toll road to Austin is like a ghost 
road. The people of Texas have had it with everyone from State to local government doing 
nothing but trying to figure out new ways to reach their hands deeper into our pockets!! Put 
up any toll roads near 281 and watch our Real Estate values drop and our tax values on our 
homes drop. Then Bexar County will raise our property taxes. This is highway robbery and 
you all know it. Matt Troy ERA Troy Realtors

476 6/25/2013 11:03 Lisa Turned No tolls on 281!!
477 6/26/2013 13:09 Karon Turner NO toll expressway on hwy 281
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478 6/26/2013 8:52 Milton Turner There are numerous very negative issues with the current Plan and the EIS.  Bottom Line Up 
Front (BLUF)  The entire project has been designed to force costs up to justify TOLLS, you 
are not fooling anyone but the idiots making money from this project and the greedy 
politicians wanting to raise taxes. The available $170M is more than adequate to fix the entire 
281 congestion problem if:  a. Existing lanes are supplemented not torn up and replaced, a 
total waste of money!  b. The Light Rail, VIA lane, Bicycle/walking lanes should be removed 
from the project as they are totally unnecessary and are another fraud to add costs to force 
TOLLS!  c. Overpasses should be minimized to save money. Redland does not need an 
overpass, only access and a 'superstreet' turnaround (in place of the light rail fiasco!  d. The 
projected costs of the 'Toll Road' no matter if it is at ground level or raised is a total sham with 
items added to force up costs. Hey, you forgot the theme park at every overpass and the 
multi-unit apartment straddling the highway to accomodate Agenda 21!  
Details:  1. The Current Toll Plan will create a permanent MAJOR BOTTLENECK at Stone 
Oak Pkwy!  Toll hybrid plan (called managed lane option, with 2 toll lanes in the middle, 4 
non-toll highway lanes alongside) will create a  BOTTLENECK at Stone Oak when the non-
toll highway lanes stop and will have to exit! All 6 highway lanes north of Stone Oak will be 
TOLLED. So non-toll traffic will be forced to exit onto the frontage roads which will back-up 
both the freeway and the frontage roads.  2. This situation creates the unnecessary building 
of lanes on top of existing lanes. Why not just add to the lanes and make all of them non-
TOLL?  3. Current Toll Plan does NOT add ANY new highway lanes from Loop 1604 to Stone 
Oak Pkwy.  4. It is obvious that the RMA/MPO/TXDOT have added Many unnecessary 
elements that are driving up the cost just to force TOLLS.  
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478 cont' 6/26/2013 8:52 Milton Turner First, there are 9 overpasses planned in just 7 miles. That’s OVERKILL! Since by numbers 
presented in the plan, each one costs about $10 million, so eliminating some of the  
overpasses would shave cost and help make a non-toll option more affordable.  Second, a 
direct connect ramp for a Via Park-N-Ride facility is planned at Stone Oak for an express bus 
to take residents downtown without any justification or actual data to show how many 
residents would utilize such an express bus on a daily basis or why taxpayers should foot the 
bill for a special ramp for it (estimated at $58 million). This entire VIA setup is totally 
unnecessary as the bus' can traverse the frontage roads...they do have to stop at the 
intersections, right, to pick up/drop off riders...why the special lanes etc?  Third, the project 
includes bike and pedestrian pathways throughout the entire 7 mile corridor adding 
unnecessary cost. Bikes & pedestrians can safely travel along the planned frontage roads. 
This is another fraud to drive up costs to force TOLLs, you are not kidding anyone!  Fourth, 
the project also includes ‘context sensitive solutions’ like artistic elements , accent lighting, 
rain gardens, etc. All of these extra costs need to be eliminated.  5. Cash toll payers will be 
charged 33-50% more.  Since the tolling will be all electronic, you have to have a government 
issued TollTag and pay to keep an account open in order to pay the lowest toll rate (toll rate 
range: 17-50 cents a mile). Those who get billed by mail will pay 33-50% higher toll rates. 
There is no way to bill out of state or international drivers, so San Antonio taxpayers will foot 
the bill for these visitors to get a free ride! If this fraud goes through I hope San Antonio 
residents affected intend to get out of state/country license plates to thwart this fraud!  6. No 
meaningful study of economic impacts to residents, businesses, employees in the corridor as 
required by federal law (NEPA) 
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478 cont' 6/26/2013 8:52 Milton Turner The Draft EIS acknowledges (Vol I, Chap. 3 p. 215) traffic trying to avoid paying tolls will be 
displaced onto neighborhood streets. This effects safety, schools, property values, quality of 
life, and access to gainful employment. The tolled options DO NOT meet the purpose and 
need of the project when it will merely displace congestion into   nighborhoods, rather than 
relieve it. Since much of the development in the corridor is retail, schools, hotels, and 
hospitals, many of these industries employ low to mid-wage earners. How will businesses 
retain employees if their salaries can’t possibly pay for tolls to get access to their jobs? 
Driving congested, stop-light ridden frontage roads is NOT an efficient nor effective 
alternative to freeway lanes. The Draft EIS only looked at low income & social justice 
populations & claims no adverse impacts to either of these groups. The EIS claims if 
someone can’t afford tolls, they can use the frontage roads. Making those who can’t afford 
tolls second class citizens relegated to congested free routes is not only patently unfair 
(especially since they’re paying gas tax for state highways), it’s discriminatory and inefficient.  
7. Toll lanes impede emergency services from reaching victims, crashes, hospitals   The 
HOV-Transit toll lanes (‘managed lane’ option) in the center of the non-toll freeway lanes (up 
to Stone Oak Pkwy, all lanes tolled north of Stone Oak) inhibit the ability of EMS and police to 
reach victims and quickly usher them to hospitals when they have to cross 2 lanes of 
congested freeway lanes and try to access limited access/barriered center toll/HOV lanes. 
Such an arrangement puts lives at risk when every second counts.  Additionally, the entire 
project should be put out for competitive bid (NOT RIGGED) and NO foreign entity should be 
allowed to participate as we need to keep ALL JOBS in the USA!  I VOTE NO for this entire 
project until it is totally redesigned to accommodate what it should be, a FREE highway 
without all the bells and whistles and fraudulent additions the politicians and crooked 
bureaucrats have added to force TOLLS! 

479 6/28/2013 16:06 Ray Turner I'm against this toll road project. Funds from Gas tax should have been used to expedite 
traffic flow.



Draft EIS Web Comments
04/26/2013 - 07/03/2013

43 of 49

REFERENCE # DATE/TIME REC'VD FIRST NAME LAST NAME COMMENT

480 6/24/2013 13:26 Mike Uhl Choice: complete non-toll option with a grade level expressway  a. Why do you insist on 
tolling US281? It is discrimination to force tolls on one segment of the population when no 
other roads in San Antonio are told.  b. Increase gas taxes to pay for roads with the provision 
that gas taxes be used only for roads and bridges.  c. The new road construction on US281 
should use recycled tires. See Quiet pavement program in Arizona at www.azdot.gov. We 
were very impressed with how smooth and quiet the roads were in Arizona.  d. Do not use the 
contractor that did the 1604/US 281 connectors. On the access road for Loop 1604 heading 
east from US 281, there are stripes in the pavement and original pavement is showing 
through. That is not quality work. Driving in this area creates more road noise than there was 
before this was resurfaced.  e. Bicycle lanes should be on access roads, not the expressway, 
where speed limits are lower.  f. If we must toll roads, we should have toll booths manned by 
people so everyone pays to use the roads. This would also put more people to work.  g. The 
toll road from Seguin to Austin (130) is not producing the expected revenue. Why would this 
project be different? People are going to use other streets to avoid paying tolls, which is 
exactly what my husband and I plan to do.
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481 7/2/2013 14:34 Steven Ulosevich Any idea of setting up a toll road on 281N or 281S within 50 miles of downtown San Antonio 
is premature.  Admittedly, I have not closely followed Bexar County politics, San Antonio City 
politics or TX politics since relocating to SC in 2005. Nevertheless, I doubt politics has 
changed much, if any, at all since then. That means the transportation challenges on 1604, 
281 and 410 haven’t gone away and haven’t been lessened by the collective wisdom non-
resident within the city council, TXDoT, county commissioners court, and the dolts in Austin.  
Tolls will become part of the ground transportation mix in San Antonio. It’s only a matter of 
time. Tolls on existing roads will be necessary to make up for the lack of long-term budgeting 
and planning for inspection and maintenance of roads and bridges. Tolls will be used to 
spread the costs among the users of roads and lessen the overall costs to those who don’t 
use roads for day-to-day private conveyance.  Tommy Adkisson, Nelson Wolff and all the 
other dug-in politicians (including the young twin Hispanic brothers) haven’t done their jobs 
when it comes to solving the 281 mess. When it rains, 281 floods. When the work whistle 
blows at the end of the day, 281 becoomes a parking lot. When people try to transition from 
281 to their neighborhoods, they might as well take an e-book or two along for the ride. 
They’ll have plenty of time to learn as they sit behind their wheels fuming. They could also 
dictate letters to the editor and to their local elected representatives. Voters need to send 
Tommy and Nelson a strong message -- update your resumes. Your time is up. No more BS 
is needed nor will it be tolerated.  
I assume the residents in the northern sectors of San Antonio and Bexar County have had 
enough and are now ready to shut down 281 with “sit-ins” or block the roads with slower-than-
slow convoys of thousands of vehicles. Form instant blast convoys using smartphones similar 
to the Occupy Wall Street movement? Perhaps. Time will tell.  In order to bring about real 
change, the voters need to have a plan of their own that is politically, financially, and 
physically feasible. Physical challenges may be the most difficult since they will require 
moving and building stuff. That means civil, structural, etc. engineering specs, plans, etc.  
From my very limited perspective, the Bexar County transportation mix will need to include: 
light rail; VIA buses running every 10 minutes with covered/air-conditioned shelters and with 
outlying parking lots for autos and pick-ups; open-entry and open-exit roads that are paid by 
road taxes (local, state and federal); and toll road segments with at least eight lanes on both 
sides for toll booths (two for pre-paid commuters with RF antennas in their vehicles and two 
for cashiers).
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481 cont' 7/2/2013 14:34 Steven Ulosevich   By the way, does anyone have a reasonable estimate of how many undocumented, 
unlicensed, and non-insured people are on 281 during rush hours?  ----------  Steven N. 
Ulosevich, EdD  SPHR Emeritus  Past resident of China Grove, TX (1991-2005)  Past 
Leadership Contributions to Bexar County ~ Board of Directors (Chair, Alamo Region Tech 
Prep Consortium); Board of Governors, Character Education Institute; Board of Directors, 
Universal Learning Systems, Inc.; Alamo Federal Executive Board, Education Committee; 
San Antonio New Schools Development Foundation (Manager of World-class Standards and 
Evaluation and Assessment Design Teams; Member, Planning Committee); Texas Public 
Policy Foundation (Board of Academics and Experts); National Science Foundation 
[consultant to the Texas Statewide Systemic Initiative (SSI), San Antonio Urban Systemic 
Initiative (USI), Houston USI]; East Central Independent School District, San Antonio, Texas 
(consultant for the operations and maintenance (O&M) finance task force, and the 
superintendent search committee); San Antonio Education Coalition (Chair, Bexar County 
Educational Research and Development Center Task Force); and the San Antonio New 
Schools Development Foundation (Planning Committee)
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482 7/1/2013 17:40 Ronald Vaughn Signed hard copy of this letter was mailed via US Mail July 1, 2013:  AMS-EP/5 
July 1, 2013 Ms. Vicki Crnich, P.G. TxDOT Environmental Affairs Division 125 E. 11th Street 
Austin, TX 78701-2483 RE: US 281 Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS)
Dear Ms. Crnich:  The purpose of this letter is to provide comments to be included in the 
official record related to the US 281 Draft EIS. The Alamo Regional Mobility Authority 
provided the draft EIS to the Edwards Aquifer Authority (EAA) on April 22, 2013. EAA staff 
has reviewed the draft and offers the following comments:  •   The draft EIS references 
analytical data from EAA’s 2009 hydrologic data report summarizing the analytical results for 
wells and springs sampled that year. The EAA recommends using the more recent report 
containing data for 2011. This report can be obtained from the EAA website at 
www.edwardsaquifer.org.  •   The draft EIS identifies wells in the project area that were found 
during a Texas Water Development Board (TWDB) database search. EAA staff maintains an 
extensive database of Edwards Aquifer wells that may include additional wells.
•  In 2008, the EAA Board of Directors approved rules requiring certain facilities storing 
hazardous substances to register with the EAA. Additionally, certain spills of regulated 
substances are required to be reported to the EAA. The rules consist of Edwards Aquifer 
Authority Rules, ch. 713 (Water Quality), subchs. E (Spill Reporting), F (Hazardous 
Substances Registration, Storage, and Planning), and G (Aboveground and Underground 
Storage Tanks) and may be viewed on the EAA website. Incorporating information from a 
search of the EAA’s databases related to regulated substances would be beneficial to the 
EIS.
•   Regarding the subject of impervious cover in the context of EAA’s rules, the EAA Board 
has considered the concept of impervious cover regulation. However, the board chose not to 
pursue the concept. Please modify statements made in the draft EIS pertaining to EAA’s 
consideration of adoption and implementation of impervious cover regulation.•   EAA staff 
would like to clarify a statement used multiple times in the draft EIS. The phrase “Expressway 
and the elevated Expressway Alternatives would involve the construction of storm water 
drainage facilities (i.e. detention and retention ponds), in accordance with the EAA and TCEQ 
policies and rules, that would better capture and contain potential hazardous materials spills” 
is misleading regarding the extent to which EAA regulates these activities. Currently, the EAA 
does not have rules or policies pertaining to surface drainage. EAA typically provides 
comments to the Texas Commission on Environmental Quality (TCEQ) concerning Water 
Pollution Abatement Plans (WPAPs) submitted for highway projects. EAA comments for 
these projects typically recommend the inclusion of hazardous materials traps. Thank you for 
the opportunity to comment on the 281 Draft EIS. If you have any questions in relation to the 
above comments, please contact Emily Thompson, Senior Water Quality Projects 
Coordinator, at (210) 222-2204 or (800) 292-1047.  Sincerely,  Roland Ruiz, General Manager
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483 6/29/2013 10:43 Michelle Vequist To Whom It May Concern,  I am very dismayed to hear that there is a continued push to go 
forward with toll roads on Hwy. 281. Why is it that 281 is the only road in San Antonio that is 
being pushed to be tolled? The cost for those of us who live north of San Antonio will be 
prohibitive to go to work everyday. Please look at other ways to work on this road. If it needs 
to be done in stages so that we can use existing money to do a few miles now and then wait 
until more money is collected to finish the rest than please do. Don't saddle us with a lifetime 
of paying tolls to use the only highway entering San Antonio from the north central area.  
Michelle Vequist

484 6/29/2013 1:06 Tim Von Scheele I'm a single parent with kids living off of 281 and Evans rd.  I am adamantly against Toll roads 
on 281, with toll roads a short trip north on 281 from 1604 to pick up my kids for visitation and 
other functions will cost me $1000.00 of dollars.  With the already high price of gasoline and 
its taxes an additional fee for driving on our roads with tolls would limit me from seeing my 
kids. As a single parent paying child support, putting money aside for college funds and 
paying high cost health insurance another fee such as for tolls would be the proverbially 
straw that breaks the camels back. I would be forced to limit the times that I could go get 
them, or the time I have with them would be limited cause of lack of extra money.  There are 
enough funds already in place for the expansion and improvements of 281, the toll roads are 
not needed. This is a major misuse of funds. The added cost of constructing the Toll road 
alone is reason enough for my objection, I am appalled at the seemed criminal aspect of if. 
That is being able to do something of this magnitude with the funds and vote of the people 
already in place. If something like this was done by an individual in normal business 
guarantee the authorities would say that it is illegal, and the cost of defending these 
implications would be enormous. But if our government does it than its ok, Bull Shit this is not 
the way our dollars are to be spent and this needs to stop. I am against toll roads in any use 
in the San Antonio area.

485 6/16/2013 13:14 Mark Wagoner I am submitting this comment as I cannot attend the public meeting as it conflicts with my 
work schedule. Anyway, myself and my family are strongly against building an elevated 
highway to address the 281 traffic problems. This elevated highway would drastically hurt the 
property value of my home and my family's quality of life. In addition, I understand the 
elevated road would cost 200 million more than the ground level alternative which is not 
being good stewards of taxpayer money.  In my opinion, the most logical solution to the 281 
traffic problems is to construct the ground level option with overpasses (I would even be open 
to making it a toll road). If the elevated option is chosen, I will do everything in my power to 
fight its construction/implementation. Thank you for your consideration.  -Mark
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486 6/30/2013 21:49 Jeffrey Wallen It is clear to me that one of the build alternatives must be chosen in order to best 
accommodate the current and expected future volume of traffic on 281. The city no longer 
ends at 1604, and the highway system needs to reflect this fact. The majority of growth in 
San Antonio is in this area, and this seems likely to continue.  Regarding the two build 
alternatives, I prefer the Expressway Alternative for several reasons:  1. The existing 
expressway south of 1604 uses this configuration. Changing to an elevated expressway north 
of 1604 could cause confusion for some drivers.  2. The Elevated Expressway Alternative is 
not consistent in its elevated lane placement. Some areas have the elevated lanes flanking 
the surface lanes, while other areas have them both on the same side. Again, this could 
cause confusion for some drivers.  3. Elevated lanes block the view of both drivers and 
passengers on the surface lanes. For drivers, this can cause visual disorientation and make it 
difficult to navigate. For passengers, this makes it harder to enjoy the view of the surrounding 
area.  4. Elevated lanes contribute to the visual clutter of the environment in the surrounding 
area.  Regarding the toll option, please do not add this annoyance to our highway system. I 
believe this makes a city less inviting to visitors, especially those from smaller cities that do 
not have toll roads. I don't think it is possible to add tolling capabilities without making the 
highway system more confusing through additional lanes and signage. San Antonio has a 
great reputation as a tourist destination, and I do not want that to be damaged by toll roads.  
As I understand the managed lane option, the same concerns would apply.  Thank you for 
considering my comments.

487 6/29/2013 7:12 Robet Watts Toll roads are NOT acceptable. Highway projects must be done as complete non-toll 
expressways.

488 5/30/2013 9:24 Phil Webb I appreciate the amount of effort that has gone in to the proposals. The improvements have 
been long overdue.  Even though the super street along this corridor is relatively new, I don't 
think it has served the community very well coming from the feeders (Stone Oak & Evans Rd 
specifically).  I'm of the opinion to clear out the superstreet structure and put in overpasses 
on the main roads that have been identified - Redland, Evans, Stone Oak, Marshall, etc. This 
affords traffic attempting to cross over 281 from west to east/east to west to do so w/o having 
to backtrack or wait an inordinate amount of time at poorly-timed traffic lights that are built to 
allow the maximum amount of traffic flow along north/south 281.  To me, the first expressway 
alternative is the best option. The elevated expressway retains the lights, which doesn't help 
traffic moving west to east or east to west.

489 6/27/2013 12:43 Brent Webster No toll road!
490 6/26/2013 14:37 James Webster I am against changing US281 into a toll road and vote No Toll Expressways
491 6/26/2013 14:44 Nita Webster I am against a toll road on highway 281. I vote NO Toll Expressways.
492 6/29/2013 7:47 Beverly Whittington I pay enough taxes. No more tolls.  Stop trying to cram this down our pocketbooks again.  

thank you
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493 6/24/2013 8:10 Constance Wilke My comments are simple...no tolls. No tolls on 281 (you already have been given the money 
to fix the area north of 1604 and you stole it for something else). No tolls on Loop 1604. I 
have lived in San Antonio for 57 years and in the 1604/281 area for almost 30. Why is it so 
hard for San Antonio city visionaries to see the big picture? Tolls will hurt the economy of the 
family in that area. People do not have the money to spend more taxes on driving home 
every day. You guys need to stop this line of thinking about tolls.
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Public Hearing – Master Comment Listing 

 
The master comment listing below includes all comments received, in 
alphabetical order by commenter, as well as the corresponding reference 
number. Scanned images of each written comment are included in Appendix I 
and the court reporter transcript of verbal comments is included in Appendix H. 
All comment responses will be included in the Final Environmental Impact 
Statement.  
 

Reference # Last Name First Name Method Comment  
was Received 

268 Adams Beverly  Public Testimony 

299 Agin Clarence Website 

300 Ahuero P Website 

301 Aitken George  Website 

302 Albach Russell Website 

1 Alejos George Comment Card 

49 Alejos George  Court Reporter 

97 Alejos George Email 

98 Allen Robert L. Email 

303 Almaraz Joe Website 

304 Amerson Alvin Website 

305 Amerson Alvin Website 

2 Anonymous  Comment Card 

3 Anonymous  Comment Card 

50 Anonymous  Court Reporter 

51 Anonymous  Court Reporter 

99 Anonymous  Email 

494 Anonymous  Meeting Evaluation 

495 Anonymous  Meeting Evaluation 

496 Anonymous  Meeting Evaluation 

497 Anonymous  Meeting Evaluation 

498 Anonymous  Meeting Evaluation 

499 Anonymous  Meeting Evaluation 

100 Atkinson Jon Email 

306 B. J. Website 

307 Baillio Bruce Website 

308 Baim Fay Website 

309 Baker George  Website 

310 Baker Jada Website 

101 Barrera Carol & Gilbert Email 



Reference # Last Name First Name Method Comment  
was Received 

311 Bayha Tom Website 

102 Beard Richardson Email 

4 Becker Randal A.  Comment Card 

103 Becker Randal A. Email 

5 Bekkerus Kyle  Comment Card 

52 Bekkerus Kyle  Court Reporter 

104 Bellinger John Email 

6 Benson Dean Comment Card 

312 Berg Norman Website 

105 Bettencourt Cristina Email 

106 Bettencourt Frank Email 

313 Blasco Richard Website 

107 Blasco Rick Email 

108 Bobrukiewiez Joan Email 

7 Bonnette Steve Comment Card 

109 Borel Mel Email 

269 Borel Mel Public Testimony 

314 Borel Mel Website 

8 Boyd Sarah Comment Card 

315 Bransom Ed Website 

9 Braun George R. Comment Card 

316 Bridenbaugh Daniel Website 

317 Bridenbaugh Katie Website 

10 Brigance Barbara Comment Card 

318 Brown Charles Website 

110 Brown J. Victoria Email 

257 Brown J. Victoria Mail 

319 Brown John Website 

320 Brown Mary Website 

111 Brown Nancy Email 

112 Bruno John & Barbara Email 

113 Bryant Gary Email 

11 Buitron Richard Comment Card 

114 Buitron Richard Email 

321 Buitron Richard Website 

115 Bunch Bill Email 

116 Burke Barone & 
Bonnie 

Email 

117 Burns Brett Email 



Reference # Last Name First Name Method Comment  
was Received 

118 Burrell Ron Email 

119 Busald Cheryl  Email 

258 Butler Katie J. Mail 

322 Cantara Rick Website 

323 Cap Biruta Website 

259 Cappel Richard Mail 

324 Carson Nancy Website 

325 Carter Wendy Website 

326 Chaffin Alan Website 

120 Chapman S.  Email 

121 Chavana Lorraine Email 

53 Chavez Ralph Court Reporter 

327 Christal David Website 

328 Chulian Ana Website 

122 Clapp Elsie Jane Email 

329 Cortez Robert Website 

330 Cox Clarence Website 

331 Creech Esperanza Website 

123 Creech Espie Email 

332 Daugherty Patricia Website 

124 Davidek Dirk Email 

333 Davis Karyl Website 

334 Davis Tom Website 

125 Deleon Jeanna  Email 

126 Deleon Jeanna  Email 

335 Delgado Rafael Website 

336 Dempsey Rayna Website 

127 Dennis Margaret M. Email 

128 Denos Ginger Email 

337 Detoro Michael Website 

338 Detoro Sarah Website 

129 DeYoung Todd Email 

130 DeYoung Todd Email 

131 DeYoung Todd Email 

339 Dipaola Steve  Website 

12 Dixon Don Comment Card 

54 Dixon Don Court Reporter 

271 Dixon Don Public Testimony 

13 Dorazco Mark Comment Card 
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was Received 

132 Dossey Patrick Email 

272 Dossey Patrick Public Testimony 

133 Downey Art  Email 

340 Drewa David Website 

341 Dryden Edward Website 

342 Dryden Edward Website 

273 Durden Don  Public Testimony 

343 E. Reese Website 

344 Eaton Jayne E Website 

345 Edel Matthew Website 

216 Edwards Aquifer 
Authority 

Roland Ruiz Email 

134 Ehrlich Greg Email 

135 Ehrlich Greg Email 

136 Ehrlich Lydia Email 

14 Ellis Adam Comment Card 

55 Ellis Monica  Court Reporter 

274 Ellis Monica  Public Testimony 

346 Epperson Alice Website 

347 Epperson Alice Website 

56 Ericksen Scott Court Reporter 

137 Esse Emery A. Email 

348 Evans Robert Website 

256 Falcon-Borel Linda Email  

349 Farish Reagan  Website 

138 Farmer Lowell Email 

275 Farris Pam Public Testimony 

15 Feinsilber Bennett Comment Card 

57 Feinsilber Bennett Court Reporter 

276 Feinsilber Bennett  Public Testimony 

260 Feinsilber, P.E. Bennett Mail 

350 Ferguson Don Website 

139 Ferguson Rusty Email 

351 Finesilver B Website 

277 Finger Jack Public Testimony 

58 Fisher Avone Court Reporter 

352 Fisher Avone Website 

353 Fitzpatrick John Website 

278 Flessner William  Public Testimony 



Reference # Last Name First Name Method Comment  
was Received 

354 Florence Dana Website 

355 Foegelle J Website 

356 Foglesong Paul Website 

140 Foglesong Paul David Email 

59 Forster Frosty Court Reporter 

141 Fountain Reggie Email 

60 Fragoso Carlos Court Reporter 

279 Fragoso Carlos Public Testimony 

142 Frederickson Charles Email 

61 Fredrich Pauline  Court Reporter 

62 Frerich Monroe  Court Reporter 

143 Frerich Monroe  Email 

144 Frerich Pauline  Email 

357 G C Website 

16 Gabel Michael S.  Comment Card 

145 Gamez Marco Email 

146 Gandy Richard Email 

358 Ganschinietz Lynn  Website 

359 Garcia David Website 

360 Garcia David Website 

17 Garcia Jorge Comment Card 

18 Garcia Jorge Comment Card 

361 Garcia Marco Website 

19 Garcia Marilyn  Comment Card 

147 Garcia R Email 

362 Gardner Bill Website 

148 Garza Carlos A. Email 

363 Gaston Gilmer  Website 

364 Gaston Gilmer  Website 

365 Gates Michael Website 

366 Gebhart Mike Website 

367 George David Website 

149 Gilligan George Email 

150 Gilreath Sharon & Jim Email 

261 Giorda Louise Mail 

151 Glaze Rosemary Email 

368 Glaze Rosemary Website 

369 Glore Jason Website 

370 Golightly Gail Website 



Reference # Last Name First Name Method Comment  
was Received 

152 Grace Kathryn Email 

20 Grace Jr. James Comment Card 

63 Grace Jr. James Court Reporter 

153 Grace Jr. James Email 

154 Grams Clyde Email 

371 Grams Nancy Website 

155 Gray Forrest Email 

21 Gray W.S.  Comment Card 

64 Gray William "Dock" Court Reporter 

372 Greene Joshua Website 

373 Gresham Peggy Website 

22 Grisell Gail Comment Card 

65 Grisell Gail Court Reporter 

500 Grisell Gail Meeting Evaluation 

280 Grisell Gail Public Testimony 

23 Grisell Ronald  Comment Card 

66 Grisell Ronald  Court Reporter 

24 Guinn Nancy  Comment Card 

67 Gutierrez Martin Court Reporter 

374 Guzman Abel Website 

375 Hale Ashley Website 

68 Hall Roger Court Reporter 

376 Hall Sharon Website 

298 Hall Terri  Email  

281 Hall Terri  Public Testimony 

156 Halpin Beki Email 

25 Hanak Al Comment Card 

282 Hanak Al Public Testimony 

69 Hanak Alfred Court Reporter 

377 Harati Ben Website 

378 Harlin Cheryl Website 

157 Harlow Lea Email 

379 Harris Craig Website 

158 Harris Kevin Q. Email 

70 Harris Paul Court Reporter 

380 Hart Dru Website 

283 Hatcher Milton Public Testimony 

284 Hatcher Shirley  Public Testimony 

381 Heffron Thomas Website 



Reference # Last Name First Name Method Comment  
was Received 

382 Heining Kay Website 

159 Helwig Rosalinda Email 

160 Henderson Linda  Email 

262 Hess  Mail 

26 Heywood Leland  Comment Card 

383 Hickey Thomas Website 

384 Higgins Amanda Website 

385 Higgins Bobby Website 

386 Higgins Gail Website 

387 Higgins Sarah Website 

71 Hines Cristin Court Reporter 

161 Hines Cristin & John Email 

388 Hoevelman Micah Website 

389 Hollen Pamela Website 

162 Hollis L Email 

203 Hollywood Park, 
Town of 

David Ortega Email 

390 Holubik Cyn Website 

163 Honeyager Kevin Email 

391 Hopkins-Day Laura Website 

392 Hrncir David Website 

393 Hubert Perry Website 

165 Huebner Ron Email 

166 Hunziker Yvonne Email 

167 Hurst Kathy Email 

168 Hutson John Email 

169 Hyde Phillip Email 

394 Ingram Betty Jean Website 

395 Jarvis Daniel Website 

396 Jenkins Richard Website 

285 Johns Andy Public Testimony 

397 Johnson Daryl Website 

398 Jones Marvin Website 

170 Jones Patricia J. Email 

27 Juen Byron Comment Card 

72 Juen Byron Court Reporter 

171 Juilianna Steven Email 

399 Kalinowski Edward Website 

172 Kauffman Greg & Martha Email 



Reference # Last Name First Name Method Comment  
was Received 

28 Keller Michael  Comment Card 

73 Kelley Rhonda Court Reporter 

173 Kennedy Tom Email 

400 Kennedy Tom Website 

29 Ketz John  Comment Card 

286 Killen Rob Public Testimony 

174 Kime Diane Email 

175 Kinchen Kerry Email 

401 King Kevin   Website 

402 King Linda Website 

403 Kippenberger Jennifer Website 

404 Klar Agnes Website 

176 Kloza James Email 

287 Kobel Joane  Public Testimony 

177 Kocher David Email 

178 Koenig Charlou Email 

405 Koenig Charlou Website 

406 Kolenberg Elisabeth Website 

179 Kopado  Email 

180 Kopanski Anthony Email 

181 Krieger Scot Email 

407 Kuhns Nikki Website 

288 Lamberth Jim Public Testimony 

408 Lamberth Jimmy Website 

182 Lamberth Lou P Email 

183 Land Charles D. Email 

184 LaRosa Benedict D Email 

409 Laubach Valerie Website 

410 Leihsing Tim Website 

411 Leugers Melissa Website 

412 Leugers Thomas Website 

185 Leyva Sal Email 

186 Locander Deborah Email 

413 Loker-James Shayla Website 

187 Lyles Stephanie Email 

289 Mabrito Van Public Testimony 

188 Malasky Ronald  Email 

74 Maldonado Deborah Court Reporter 

414 Maldonado Deborah Website 
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was Received 

189 Martin Elizabeth Luker Email 

190 Martin Milton Email 

191 Marvin Fred Email 

415 Massey John Website 

416 Massey Karen Website 

192 Maurer Michael Email 

290 Maurer Michael Public Testimony 

291 Maurer Rose Public Testimony 

30 Maurer, Sr. Michael Comment Card 

417 May Vince Website 

31 McBride Charles Comment Card 

418 McClellan David Website 

193 McClinchie Malcolm Email 

419 McDevitt Matthew Website 

194 McGann Ed Email 

420 McGuire Mynda Website 

421 McIlvoy M Website 

422 McIlvoy Michelle Website 

423 McLennan Bill Website 

75 Melton Viki Court Reporter 

424 Melton Viki Website 

425 Mikesell  Website 

195 Mikesell Greg & Aja Email 

426 Miller Barbara Website 

196 Miller Ken Email 

32 Mock Bill Comment Card 

292 Mock Bill Public Testimony 

427 Moeller Janet Website 

264 Molina Bill Mail 

197 Moore Michael Email 

428 Morrisey Jerry  Website 

198 Muir Carol Email 

429 Murphy Lucinda Website 

430 Muzny Richard Website 

266 Natural Resource 
Conservation 
Service 

Salvador 
Salinas 

Mail 

76 Neal Frank Court Reporter 

199 Neelley Harold & Vivian Email 

293 Neibel David Public Testimony 



Reference # Last Name First Name Method Comment  
was Received 

200 Nichols Jack Email 

431 Noble Ron  Website 

201 Noll Roland Email 

202 O'Brien Pat Email 

33 Olliverre Hayley Comment Card 

432 Ortiz Richard Website 

433 Osborn Gerald Website 

434 Osborn Joseph Website 

435 Ott Janet Website 

436 Palme Kristen Website 

294 Parker Allan Public Testimony 

34 Patierno Melinda Comment Card 

204 Paul Frank Email 

35 Pavlik George  Comment Card 

77 Pavlik George  Court Reporter 

36 Payne Lisa  Comment Card 

437 Pena David Website 

37 Perez Jose F.  Comment Card 

438 Perez Sherrill Website 

205 Pheanis Stephanie Email 

38 Phelps Ken Comment Card 

439 Phillips John Website 

206 Phillips Linda Email 

78 Pickett Kurtis  Court Reporter 

207 Pickett Kurtis  Email 

79 Piland Ken Court Reporter 

80 Piland Ken  Court Reporter 

440 Pistorio Mark Website 

441 Plummer Beth Website 

442 Prescott Patricia Website 

443 Prevost Deborah Website 

208 Price Doug Email 

444 Price Doug Website 

445 Prince Rebecca Website 

446 Probst Krista Website 

209 Ptacek M Email 

81 Purdy David J. Court Reporter 

210 Purdy David J. Email 

211 Querin Robert Email 



Reference # Last Name First Name Method Comment  
was Received 

447 Quinones Armando Website 

39 Raba Gary Comment Card 

212 Radke Lowell Email 

448 Ramirez Mario Website 

449 Ramirez Peter Website 

213 Ramos David Email 

450 Ras John Website 

82 Rasmussen Tom Court Reporter 

451 Reed James Website 

452 Reese Kristin Website 

453 Reine Arthur Website 

454 Richards TK Website 

455 Richardson Eugene Website 

214 Richardson Eugene S. Email 

456 Richter Larry Website 

457 Roberts Chris Website 

458 Romano James Website 

215 Rose Terry Email 

459 Rose Terry Website 

83 Ruiz Elva Court Reporter 

265 Ruiz Roland Mail 

460 Rumelt Andrew Website 

217 Runge John Email 

40 Rutkoski John  Comment Card 

218 Saint-Jacques Amelie  Email 

219 Salinas Stephen Email 

461 Samulin  Michael  Website 

220 Sanchez Lauren Email 

462 Sandoval Janey Website 

41 Sanford Jack Comment Card 

295 Sartor Sudie Public Testimony 

463 Sasse Matthew Website 

464 Sasse Scott and 
Donna 

Website 

465 Schnedler Lori Website 

84 Schumacher Ron Court Reporter 

221 Shamblen Carol Email 

222 Sheldon Rick Email 

466 Sheldon Rick Website 
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223 Shipman Howard Email 

467 Shipman Howard Website 

224 Shipman Peggy Email 

468 Shipman Peggy Website 

225 Shisk Dona Email 

226 Shorr Dave  Email 

227 Short Daryl Email 

228 Shults Stacy Email 

85 Shumaker Tom Court Reporter 

469 Simonsen Thursten Website 

42 Sinclair Jerry  Comment Card 

86 Sinclair Jerry  Court Reporter 

470 Slade Frank Website 

229 Sloan Noah Email 

230 Smiley Clif Email 

231 Smith Rhett Email 

232 Sobeck Michele Email 

233 Sovkoplas Roman Email 

43 Stephen Jeanna  Comment Card 

235 Strait III Homer Dean Email 

87 Sumners Kenneth Court Reporter 

236 Swalla Charles Email 

237 Sweatmon Jo Rita Email 

44 Swiger Megan Comment Card 

238 Taylor Ellen Email 

88 Taylor Viki Court Reporter 

89 Taylor Viki Court Reporter 

296 Taylor Viki Public Testimony 

471 Taylor Viki Website 

472 Taylor Viki Website 

90 Tedor John Court Reporter 

91 Tedor John Court Reporter 

239 Tedor John Email 

473 Tedor John Website 

92 Teich Micah Court Reporter 

240 Terrill Bob Email 

164 Texas Parks and 
Wildlife Department 

Russel Hooten Email 

474 Thomas Nate Website 
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was Received 

241 Townsley Cheryl Email 

242 Trebesch Ed & Lynn Email 

243 Triesch LaVada & Gene Email 

93 Troll Thomas Court Reporter 

475 Troy Matt Website 

476 Turned Lisa Website 

244 Turner Karon Email 

477 Turner Karon Website 

478 Turner Milton Website 

479 Turner Ray Website 

234 U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Department 

Stephen R. 
Spencer 

Email 

45 Uhl Beverly J. Comment Card 

480 Uhl Mich Website 

481 Ulosevich Steven Website 

245 Van Kirk Ron Email 

246 Van Noy Mark Email 

482 Vaughn Ronald Website 

483 Vequist Michelle Website 

270 VIA Metropolitan 
Transit 

Clay Smith Public Testimony 

263 VIA Metropolitan 
Transit 

Jeff Arndt Mail 

484 Von Scheele Tim Website 

94 Wagenfuhr Christy Court Reporter 

46 Wagenfuhr Phillip  Comment Card 

247 Wagner Warren Email 

485 Wagoner Mark Website 

248 Waldrop W. Garry Email 

249 Wallen Jeff Email 

486 Wallen Jeffrey Website 

250 Ware Stuart Email 

487 Watts Robet Website 

488 Webb Phil Website 

489 Webster Brent Website 

490 Webster James Website 

491 Webster Nita Website 

251 Weiss Frank Email 

252 Weser Marcia Goren Email 

492 Whittington Beverly Website 



Reference # Last Name First Name Method Comment  
was Received 

297 Wikman Mike  Public Testimony 

493 Wilke Constance Website 

47 Williams Roger D. Comment Card 

253 Williamson Robin Email 

95 Wilson Duane Court Reporter 

267 Wilson E. Duane Mail 

48 Winter V Comment Card 

254 Wong Sam Email 

255 Wooster Kerry Email 

96 Zumbehl Margie  Court Reporter 
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